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PART I. 
The Truth of Jeſi us's Reſurrection from the Dead Aron 
from the following Arguments; 


I-; is . ee [ 1 ble, that the Apoſtles frould have beew 
Deceived in th Page 2 
Fes is Morally Res 25 that they ſhould have intended 0 De- 


8 AS. P. 3 
1 ſuffering Death in Te efimony of this Fact not liable to any 
. mw e p. 4 


4 Obieckiaug againſt the Literal account of ] eſas's ate 
ction anſwer d. So 
Thet be roſe on the Third Day fvewws. | 
IM bat is meant by after Three Days, and 25 Three Days wy 
Three Nights. 8 73 
My he aid not 2 diſcover bixaſel If to bis Dane at 25 
Ao his Reſurrection 
By what Steps he diſcover d himſelf 20 them. 255 = 3 | 
hat is meant by he vaniſhed out of their ſight. _ ibid. 
Reaſons why he did not perſonally appear to the Chief Priefts _ 
1 . 1 
The Seal of the Grave being broken open, when the Chief Priefts 


were not Preſent, uo Proof of a Fraud. in the Caſe. P: IS 
A Conclafion from the whole, p. 14 
Some Inſtances of the Eſfecks, which Mr. W.'s Golden Relei 
of Nature 5 on his n = p. 16 
Emtbuſ aſm what. 1 p. 9 
The Apoſtles no Entbuſuafts. | ibid. 
The Proof of Jeſus's Reſurrection proves the Trath of bis * 
iracles. 
A —— of the Literal Stor ory of Jeſuss driving the (ORR 
Sellers out of the Temple. © | Pp. 22 
A 2 n 2555 


 #he Paſſover. 
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Tas ren, wer? Shops and « Market for Sheep, &c. in the Outey- 


Cour: of the Temple during the Paſſover, prov'd from the 


Jewiſh Writers. | p. 23 
This was a Profanation of that Court. p. 25 
= Power of Jeſus to drive the Buyers and Sellers out accounted 

or. $22 | ok wo p. 26 
Why de was fo Zealous againſt the Profanation of the Temple 
. which was ſo ſoon to be Eftrayd p. 28 
A 1 of Mr. W .'s Skill in Criticiſm. P. 30 
A Defence of the Literal Story of Jeſus's ſuffering the Devils 10 

enter into the Herd of Swine. . 31 
The Fewiſh Tombs were Cells cut in Rocks and Moun- 
tians. | | p. 32 


Thoſe Mountains not wholly withont Food. P. 33 
The Gadarenes did not want Humanity towards theſe Madmen. 


ibid. 


* there might have been a Herd of Swine in that Country, 
ewn. JE g 34 
Gadara inhabited partly by Fews partly by Heathens. p. 35 
The Fews, tho* forbidden by Law to ed Swine, yer did proba- 
bly feed them at Gadara for the aſe of the Heathens. ibid. 
Jeſus did only not hinder the Devils from entering into the 
Swine. | | p. 36 
But if he had been Acceſſary, yet the Jew:ſſ Owners were juſth 
aunmſhed. 5 | | _— bid, 
And Jeſus as a 8 had Authority to puniſh them. pi. 37 
Demoniacks and Madmen were not the fame. p. 


Edi] Spirits frequently polſeſ'd men in thoſe days, as appears by 


the Teſtimony of Joſephus, Mc. | . 
What is meant by q aj in, Devils or Dzmons. ibid. 


PART III. 


A Defence of the Literal Story of Jeſus's cauſing the Barren F ig- 


Tree to wither away. 8 p. 43 
This happen d about four Days before the Paſſover. 8 
Several ſorts of Fruits and Corn us d to be Kipe in Judza at the 

Paſſover, and the Harveſt began on the ſecond Day after it. 


P- 45 
More particularly the firſt Crop of Figs was Then _ p. 
Theſe were the firſt-ripe Figs ſpoken of in the Old nr 
p. 


72 the time of Figs is meant the time of Gathering them. p. 50 
4 


time f Gathering them was not till the ſecond Day _ 
| | | id. 
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All Travellers had a Right to eat of the Corn or Fruit, that they 
met by the Way-ſide. p. 51 

feſus's Right to ſmite this Fig-tree ſhewn. p. 52 

The ſmiting it was an Emblem of the Deſtruction of the Jewiſh 
Nation. Us + 


| | P- 53: 

Miracles may be Deſtructive ones, and yet true Miracles. p. 54 
A Defence of the Literal Story of Jeſus's turning the Water ”—_ 
Wine. p. 
No Impropriety in Jeſus's being preſent at this Marriage Feaſt. 
; P. 57 

No appearance of any Intemperance at it, p. 58 


7 
| What is meant by when Men have well drunk. ibid. 


Jewiſh Marriages celebrated with Feaſting for ſeven Days. p- 69 
Great Numbers preſent at this Feaſt. ibid. 


What meant by unTpuTis, and a Computation of what the fix 
FWater-pots held. p. 61 


1 { Felus's reply to his Mother 10 Proof of Rudeneſs or Intempe- 


rance. 


p- 62 
„V . 
True State of the Queſtion between Mr. W. and his Os. | 


A Defence of the Literal Story of Jeſus's healing the Infirm man 


at the Pool of Betheſda. p. 67 


Eo ei eg not a Pool, but Bath or Swimming- place. p. 68 


The Portico's around it built for walking in the Shade. 


3 p. 69 
De Deſcent of the Angel into the Pool probably never happen d 


but at this Paſſover. p. 70 
By the deſcent of the Angel is meant only a Divine Virtue im- 
arted to the Pool. P. 71 
hat the meaning of Nu. p. 72 
Reaſons, why All, who were at the Pool, were not healed. p. 73 
A Conjecture why the Pool had that Virtue Then, and not be- 
fore or ſince. p. 
Our Tranſlation of St. John v. 5. vindicated. . 
Why the Virtue of this Pool is mention d by no other Jewiſh 
Writers. | | p. 77 
Reaſons, why Jeſus heal d this One man only at the Pool. p. 79 


; Neither this Story, nor what is ſaid in Mark vi. 4. a Proof of 


Want of Power in Jeſus. ibid. 


Is what Senſe Jeſus healed all manner of Diſeaſes. Pp. 80 
The man's Cure was ſupernatural, becauſe wrought in a Mo- 


ment. | p. 8k 
Flow far Imagination helps towards a Cure. Pp. 82 


Imagination contributed no help in This Cure. Wes ibid. 
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A Defence of the Literal Story of Jeſus's healing the Paralytick, 


who was let down thro the Roof. 3 p. 83 
The Fewiſh Horſes were low, with a Door out to the Top, which 
was Flat and fit for walking, &c. | | p. 84 
There were Stairs to the Top of them both on the Inſide and Ont- 


fide.” © MS OS ibid. 
The Bearers of the Paralytick might get up to the Roof by the 


Stairs on the Outſide, p. 85 
In what ſenſe they uncover'd the Roof, aud let him down thro? 
the tiling. p. 86 
Capernaum v t Jeſus's Country. | p. 87 
In what ſenſe it was his own City. 8 82 ; 
The Impatience of the Man and his Bearers atconnted for. ibid. | 
No occaſion for Ropes or Ladders to raiſe him to the Top, p. 8g | 
No nece ſſey that any Tiles ſhould have fallen, or Duſt been raiſed. 
ibid, 

The behaviour of the Owner of the Houſe on this Occaſton accouut- 
ed for. p. 90 
Reaſons, why Jeſus let the Paralytick be brought down, and did 
not chooſe to go up to the Roof and heal him there. p. or 
The Reality of Jelus's Reſurrection being proved, all bis other © 
Miracles are very Credible. p. 92 
The Evangeliſts can, in uo view, be ſuppos'd to have fill d their 
Accounts with ſo many Abſurdities, as Mr. W. charges them 
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And therefore he overthrows all Probability on His fide, by endea- 
woaring to prove too much. | p -· 93 
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PART rh FIRST. 


Ei 

9 | 

1. | a 

. CONTAINING, 

12 Proofs of JESUS's Reſurrection flated, and 
Ll Ps. | 8 . , 

- the Objettions to it anſwer d. 

2 2 

2 E ReſurreQion of Jeſs being a Point of ſo great 
"5 lmportance, that the whole Weight of Chriſtianity 
» = reſts upon it, it is very neceſſary that the Truth of 
5 Se this Fact ſhould be made out Clearly, and for that 


purpoſe the following Treatiſe is offer'd to the 
#8 Reader, who if he comes to it with Attention and 
without Prejudice, may (it is hoped) be convinc'd of the Rea- 
ity of this great Miracle, and be ſupply'd with a ſufficient An- 
wer to the ſeveral Objections lately rais'd againſt it. 
The ObjeCtions have been formed from the Hiſtory written 
by the tour Evangeliſts, and therefore ſuppoſe that they wrote 
the Accounts which we now have under their Names; I have 
the ſame right to make the ſame ſuppoſal in Defence of Jeſus's 
kKeſurrection, as is made in Oppoſition to it; and therefore ſhall 

forbear to prove what is allow'd in the Queſtion; when That 
comes to be deny'd, it will receive a Satisfactory Anſwer; but 
till then it muſt be taken for granted that the Books of the New 
JZeſtament were written by thoſe whoſe Names they bear, and 


A 


are handed: down to us the fame as they were written. 
Having PRE this, I proceed to the Proof of the Fact in 
view, the Reſurrection of Jeſus; which is now made matter of 
J ne Diſpute 


| | « 


* 
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- Diſpute (it ſeems) in a Chriſtian Country; but ſince it is, Satiſ- 


faction ought to be given to all Enquirers, whether they ſeek it 
in Sincerity or not. The Books, which make this Enquiry ne- 
ceſſary, are too well known to need to be particularly named. 
In them the Evangeliſts and Apoſtles are ſometimes repreſented 
as Fools and Credulous men, ſometimes as Cheats and Impoſtors: 
I ſhall therefore conſider the Matter in both theſe Lights, not 


regarding upon whom One or Both of the two Characters may 


fall, if it ſhould: appear (as it will) that they don't in the leaſt | 


belong to the Apoſtles: + And for this purpoſe I muſt follow 3 


the old Diſtinction (till a better can be found), and ſay, that, if 
the account given us by the Apoſtles be Falſe, it muſt have been, 
either becauſe they were Deceived Themſelves, or becauſe they | 


knowingly Deceived Mankind, oy | 


J. That they could not be Deceived Themſelves, in the Caſe Af 


betore us, may be proved by the following Arguments. 


After Jeſus was riſen, and before he was aſcended, he ſhewed 
Bimſelf alive (to his Apoſtles and ſeveral others) by many Infal. 
lible proofs, being ſeen of them forty days, and ſpeaking of the 
 zhings pertaining to the Kingdom of God. Acts i. 3. | bi 

More particularly, the ſacred Writers make mention ß 


twelve different Appearances of Jeſus, and intimate that he was 


feen oftger. He convers'd with them, and gave Anſwers to 
their Queſtions; he Ate and Drank with them, © ſhew that bis 1 
Body was a Real one. Lake xxiv. 4: And when they ſuſ- 
þ irit, he bad them handle 
uot Fleſh and Bones, as 


pected that what they ſaw might be a 
him and ſee; for a Spirit (ſays he) hat 
ye ſee me have, Luke xxiv. 39. 


And beyond all this, he ſubmitted to ſuch a cloſe Examina- 
tion as his Scrupulous Apoſtle Thomas inſiſted upon; for he 


permitted him to fee! the Marks of the Wounds, which the Nails 
had cauſed in his Hands and Feet, and which the Spear had 


made in his Side. | 
And for a ſtill farther Convi&ion, for a Proof which ſhoul 
paſs all Poſſibility of deceiving, he told them (before he aſcende 


up into Heaven) that they ſhould be endued with Power from on 
| h;sh. Luke xxiv. 49. and be baptized with the Holy Ghoſt not 


many days after. Acts i. 5. Which, according to the Prediction, 


happen'd to them at the end of ten days, when the Holy Ghoſt - 


fell upon them, and zhey all ſpake with Tongues, as the Spirit 


ave them ntterance. Wy 

In the Certainty of this Event they could not poſſibly be mi- 
ſtaken; they felt wirhin them the wonderful Gift, the Power of 
ſpeaking Languages till then Unknown to them. They had 


they | 


Ir sus Vindicated. 1 


1 the ſame Evidence of their really having This, as they had of 
4 their being Alive. And is there any thing in Nature; which a 
4 man can be ſurer of? Even thoſe, whoſe Scepticiſm has car- 
1 ried them ſo far, as to aſſert, that we cannot be Certain of the 
d Exiſtence of any Objects without us, muſt in this Cale allow 
a that the Apoſtles might be certain of what they felt by ia.ward 
+ 1 Perception, and had the ſame ſort of Knowledge of; as they had 
1 3 of their own Exiſtence, - 

3 Allowing then that they were ſure of This, it follows that 
je 3 they were Sure of Jeſus's having being rais'd from the Dead, 
I and of their having convers'd with him after his Reſurrection; 
* for it was in one of their Converſations with him, during that 
4 period of time, that he promis'd them this Gift of Tongues; and 


the fulfilling of the Promiſe was a full Proof of his having been 
truly preſent with them, when he made it. 


ſe J So that this Objection will not ſtand the Enquiry; But till it 

| 3 is ſaid, that the Apoſtles and Evangeliſts were Cheats and Im- 
4 i2PpPoſtors, and that they knowingly Deceived Mankind in the Ac- 
. Counts that they have left in Writing. 


II. Vet, as in the former Caſe it was proved (I think) to be 
Abſolutely Impoſſible that they ſhould be Deceived in this great 
Fact, ſo in This Caſe it will appear to be Morally Impoſſible 
that they ſhould be Deceivers: E 

For they were at firſt twelve in Number, one of which Be- 
tray'd their Maſter, and was the cauſe of his Death; another 
Deny'd him thrice at his Tryal, with Oaths and Curſes decla- 


i ring that he did not know him; and all of them ſhew'd fo much 
& want of Courage, ſuch an Abje& Fear, as that they forſook him 
and fled for their own Safety: Is it then probable in the leaſt 
Q 1 degree, that after ſich Proofs of the Baſeneſs of ſome, and of 
's the Weakneſs of all of them, they ſhould be ſo far from being 
d 1 Suſpicious of one another, nay thould ſo far throw their whole 
Welfare into each other's hands, as all to agree and unite in car- 

0 rying on an Impoſture? Could they hope to be more Secure 
a againſt being betray'd by each other than their Maſter was, who 
Paas the Centre of their Union, and for whoſe ſake they had aſ- 
'r WR f{ociated together? Could they be ſure that there was no Judas 
15 ſtill left among them? or that Peter's Cowardice, or their own 
ſt | ſtrong Fears would not revive again upon ſome treſh Occaſion? 
'* i In a word, is it not againſt all Reaſon and Experience, that a 


Confederacy among wicked Men, when once broken thro? 
1reachery and Cowardice, ſhould ever be renew'd among the 
ſame perſons, and cemented again? ſo that in this view, if they 
had been Impoſtors, they muſt have been the Weakeſt of men 
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too; and That (we know) is no part of the Character of ſuch 
as can carry on an Impoſture. 
Beſides, it is to be conſider'd, that no Motive can be aſſigned 


for their Combining in ſuch a Falſhood: It is (I think) univer- 


fally given up, that neither Grandeur, nor Riches, nor Pleaſure, 
were what the Apoſtles aimed at; the marks of the Contrary 
are too plain to be denied: but yet there are ſome who think, 
that they may fairly aſcribe it to Vanity and the Love of being 
Singular; a Paſſion which they well know goes a great way in 
Themſelves, and might therefore (they conclude) be as ſtrong 
in the Apoſtles: but even that Vanity and that Singularity can- 
not be ſuppoſed to have a place Here, for this plain reaſon ; be- 
cauſe the Doctrine which they taught, they taught not as their 
Own, but as their Maſter's: they were only his Meſlengers ; 
and therefore, if it ſucceeded to their heart's wiſh, they could 
expect no Reputation as the Inventors or firſt Diſcoverers of it, 
and they were too many in Number to affect to be Singular in 
this point: Here then is a Conſideration of great Weight in the 
Enquiry, for if the Objection be ſtrip'd of this ſuppos'd Motive, 
it will be Morally Impoſlible to aſſign any other. 

But above all things, it muſt be inſiſted upon as a Proof of 
their Sincerity, that the whole Number of the Apoſtles unani- 
mouſly aſſerted this Fact of Jeſus's Reſurrection, and of their 
having ſeen him in all the Circumſtances before related, in the 
midſt of all kinds of Sufferings and Perſecutions, even with 
their Dying breath, and when expiring under the Crueleſt Tor- 
tures. | gh 

This is naturally as ſtrong a Proof as a Fact is capable of; 
for Death is the utmoſt Tryal, the ſureſt Teſt which human 
Nature can be expos'd to. | | 


And it is no Abatement to the force of this Proof to fay, 


* « that many Cheats and Criminals have aſſerted their Innocence 
« and denied their Guilt in the utmoſt extremity of Death; 
for the two Caſes are ſo far from being Parallel, that they are 
exactly Contrary ; ſuch Cheats and Criminals being tempted to 
this Denial of their Guilt by the hope of Saving their Lives; 
whereas in the Apoſtles caſe the Only hope that they could have 


of mo their Lives was by owning the Falſehood (if it was 


one,) and acknowledging themſelves to be Guilty, which is juſt 
the Reverſe of what they did. | | | 

Nor can the abovementioned Proof be weaken'd by ſaying, 

that there are Inſtances of men, who have dy cd for Errors 7 
| we 


. 


* Mr, Woolſton's Diſcourſes, Sc. Part. 6. pag. 27. 


DL: a 


Is sus Vindicated. Fy 


well as for Truths, and have given up their Lives in a Stubs 
born defence of Points, which others. fo heartily Abhorr'd; that 
they dyed rather than Receive them. - 0 he 
For tho? all this be True, yet of what is it True? of Opi- 
nions and Doctrines only, in which men may be fully per- 
ſuaded Contrary ways: but the Teſtimony of the Apoſtles con- 
cerning Chri?'s Reſurrection is a Teſtimony concerning a Fact, 
whereof they declar'd themſelves Eye- witneſſes; and let any 
 Unbeliever produce one Inſtance (in all the Records of Time) 
of a ſingle Man, much more of Twelve or mare; Sober and 
Serious men, all chearfully undergoing the moſt violent Deaths 
rather than Recant what they Knew to be a direct Falſchood: 
The Author of the Diſcourſes on the Miracles of our Saviour; 
Part I. quotes St. Auſtin as telling us that ſuch Works as Jeſus 
did might be imputed to, aud effected by Magick Art; but this 
Author Knows that St. Auſtin ſays no ſuch thing, and; that we may 
not doubt of his Knowing it, he has plac'd that Father's words 
at the bottom of page 11. * from whence it appears, that he 
ſays not one — of the poſſibility of their being effedted by 
Magick Art: But only, that there were ſome men of ſuch an 
odd turn, as aſcribed them, tho? well atteſted, to the Power of 
Magick. Here now is an Atteſtation of a Fact, which the Au- 
thor knew to be Falſe; but would Mr. V. perfift in This, if a 
Rope were about his Neck, and he going to ſuffer for This 
Falſehood? eſpecially, if to Recant, would fave his Life, and 
his Refuſal would certainly put his Sentence in Execution? I 
don't ſpeak this as my Wiſh, but for Argument's ſake only. 
And we may truſt Him to anſwer the Queſtion, and he Sure 
that the Reply would be, What? do you take me for a Mad- 
man? — And do You take the Apoſtles for Madmen ? Theift 
Writings ſurely ſhew it leſs than His; and therefore we may 
conclude that Human Courage, or Obftinacy (let them call it 
Which they pleaſe) cannot go ſo far: at leait we are fure that 
the Reſurrection has nothing near ſo Incredible in it, as this Sup- 
poſition has which ſome have made againſt the Belief of it. 
Upon the whole it may be ſaid that there is no Fact in Na- 
ture, that can be ſo well proved and ſuppotted as This is; for 
to ſuppoſe the Apoſtles to have been Deceived, is to ſuppoſe a 
thing Abſolutely Impoſſible; and to affirm that they were De- 
— — : — | —— — — 
*Etſi atteſtabantur Miracula, non defuiſſent (ſicut er nunc muſſi- 
tant) qui Magicæ potentia cuncta illa tribuerent; Contr, Fauſt. L. 12. e 4. 
Tho Je Miracles were atteſted, there would not be wanting men, who 
would aſcribe them all to ihe Power of Magitk, as ſomt even nowea-days 


pretend to do. TY 
| B 3 cervers; 


6 The MIRACLES of 
ceivers, is to affirm a thing which is Morally impoſſible, z. e. 
Improbable in the higheſt Degree. | 


Thus I have laid before the Reader a direct Proof of this Fact, 
the Reſurre&ion of Feſ#s ; and if a thing be once prov'd in 


this way, Objections drawn from the Circumſtances and Ex- 


preſſions of the Hiſtory have very little weight againſt it; becauſe 
Mens Ignorance or Inattention may be the foundation of theſe 
Ob jections, and plain Proofs are too ſtubborn to give way to 
ſuch little Oppoſitions as theſe are. | 
However ſince Objections have been rais'd againſt the Reality 
of our Saviour's Reſurrection, and they ſeem to deſerve an an- 
ſwer, becauſe they are drawn from the Circumſtances of the 
Story as related by the Evangeliſts, I ſhall endeavour to give a 
full anſwer to each of them. . | 
All that has been offer'd on this head, may be reduc'd to theſe 


four Objections: 


That Feſws did not riſe at the time that he had foretold. 
That ſome of his Diſciples did not Know him when he ap- 
pear'd to them, or they Knew him by ſuch Signs as could be no 


Sure Marks of its being Him. 


That he did not perſonally appear to the Chief Prieſts and El- 
ders after his Reſurrection, as (they ſuppoſe) he ought to have 
done for their Conviction. And laſtly, | 

That the Stone at the mouth of the Grave being Seal'd, and 


the Seal being broken open, when the Sealers were not preſent, 


here is room to ſuſpe& a Fraud and Impoſture. 

Each of theſe ſhall be conſider'd in its order. 

1. C. Firſt it is ſaid, that Feſas did not riſe at the time which 
he had foretold; it was not (ſay they) on the third day, for that 


| = have been on Monday, not upon Sunday or the firſt day 
0 


the week: much leſs was it after three days, as one Evange- 
liſt expreſſes it; and leaſt of all is it True (as they pretend) that 
he was in the heart of the Earth three Days and three Nights, 


which Yet he declar'd he wou'd be, as another Evangeliſt re- 


ports it. 8 
But in anſwer to all this it may be prov'd (as it often has 


been) that all theſe Expreſſions, which are ſo many Jeuiſb ways 


of ſpeaking, are exactly agreeable with the Event, when they are 
rightly explain'd. | 


For doing which it muſt be obſerv'd, that the Jews counted 


their Days (I mean their Natural Days, or Days of 24 hours) 


very differently from what We do; for We reckon them from 
12 © Clock at night to 12 the next night; but They reckon'd 
from one Sunſet, to the next Sunſet, and all the time between 
them They called s Day, jult as Moſes did when he ſays, zhe 
| Evening 


a on tne a wenn EAN. ca m__ _—_ 
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Evening and the Morning were the firſt day, Gen. i. 5. and from 
Even unto Even ſhall ye celebrate your Sabbath, Lev. xxiii. 32. 
See alſo Acks xxvii. 27. compared with ver. 33. And the Greeks 
ſeem anciently to have done the ſame thing; for with them a 
Day and Night was called vvx0npevv, in which compounded 
word the Night is named before the Day. | 

Another thing to be obſerv'd on this head is, that they rec- 
kon'd (as indeed all nations do) any Part of a Day of 1 
for a whole Day: to this purpoſe an eminent Few:/f Writer 
(Abea-Ezra on Levit, xii. 3.) ſpeaking of the Law for circum- 
eiſing an Infant on the 8th Dun: ſays, that if the Infant was born 
but one hour before the firſt Day was ended, it was counted for 
one Whole Day: And ſo for the ſame reaſon, was the Part of 


the Day that was paſs'd, when it was Cireumcis'd, if it was 


only one hour of the Evening with which that Day began. Rec- 
koning then that the firſt Day began on our Tharſday at Sun- 


" ſer, and ended upon Friday at Sunſet; and (becauſe our Lord 


dyed about three in the afternoon of That Day) reckoning that 
part of a Day for a whole Day, by this means we have oe Day; 
and Saturday is on all hands allowed to be another Day; and as 
the third Day began on Saturday at Sunſet, and our Saviour 
roſe on the morning following, that Part of a Day is fairty com- 
puted for the third Day, and thus the Prediction was fully ac- 


compliſhed. 


It is no wonder indeed that the Goſpel ſhould be contra- 
dicted by ſuch Cavillers as theſe; but there is one, who might 
have expected better Quarter from them, and that is Porphyry, 
as great an Enemy to Chriſtianity as the Heart of an Unbeliever 
could wiſh; and yet this Objection of Theirs againſt Sundays 
being the third Day, gives the Lye to their Favourite Porphyry, 
who in his Treatiſe call'd de Homericis Quæſtionihus ſays, 
O Anyuons nuteas emdnpiaa;, Y & reirus zo Ev, Ty 
relrn SmInugr xiye)* nah Tot Hi F pholw IH Teas, 
He that is at home in the Evening, and goes abroad on the Morne 
ing of the Third Day, is ſaid to be from home on the Third Day; 
zho' there be ouly One Day compleat, which is the Midale one (a). 
But we want neither Porphyry, nor any other, Author to prove 
the Propriety of this Expreſſion; for it is a way of ſpeaking, 
which We and all other Nations of the World uſe: What f 
— ſaid on this head, was chiefly to lead the way to what fol- 

ows. | | | 

The Expreſſion on the third Day is about ten ſeveral times 
us'd in the' New Teſtament on this occafion, and therefore-mult- 


—_— 
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ſerve for explaining the other Phraſes but once or twice at moſt 


made uſe of : ſuch is that of 1 riſing after three Days 4 


the meaning of which Expreſſion is fairly ſhewn by what we rea 
in 2 Chron. x. 5. where Rehoboam ſays to the People, Come 
again unto me after three Days, and yet ver. 12. we read that 
the People came to Rehoboam on the third Day, as the King 
ommanded ſaying, Come again to me on the third Day: A plain 
nſtance, you ſee, that both Phraſes mean the ſame thing. (a) 
As to the Expreſſion of our Saviour's being zhree Days and 


* 


three Nights in the heart of the Earth, Matt. xii. 40. from the 


foregoing Obſervations the Account of that is very Eaſy ; for 
the Fews (like Us) had no One word by which to expreſs a 
Day of twenty four hours, or a yvyP8aueezy as the Greeks called 
it, 7. e. a Day-night as We might call it, They ſometimes ſty- 
led it a Day, as We do, but at other times à Day and a Night. 

that we are to underſtand by the Expreſſion of zhree D s 
aud three Nights no more than that Jeſuas was to be in the 
Grave three Days (as We ſhould expreſs it) reckoning inclu- 
_ the firſt and the laſt for two Days, and counting the pieces 
of Days for Whole ones. And of this way of ſpeaking there 


is a remarkable Inſtance ia the book of Eſther ; for tho? in 


ch. iv. 16. ſhe declares that ſhe would faſt with her People the 


Jeu three Days Night and Day: yet we find her in ch. v. 1,4. 
upon the third Day at a Banquet with the King and Hamas her 


Adverſary. | 

Notwithſtanding therefore this Objection, it appears that Jeſus 
roſe from the Grave at the time foretold by him. * 

2. . The next Objection is, that his Diſciples did not always 


« 


* him when he appeared to them: or they Knew him by 


ſuch Signs as could not be Sure Marks of its being Him. 


For the obviating of which it may be obſerved, that, tho* our 
Lord more than once in his Life-time told them that he ſhould 


be put to Death, and ſhould riſe again on the third Day, yet 
they then anderſtood not theſe things; their hopes of a Tempo- 
ral Deliverer were ſo ſtrong, and they had built ſo much upon 


this falſe Nation, that, when they ſaw him Crucify'd, they im- 


mediately loſt all Heart and all ExpeQation of ever ſeeing him 
Pee and in this Conſternation, under this Deſpair of Mind, 
F he had appear'd to them at Once, in ſuch a manner as to put 
% So in Ciceron, Tuſc. Diſp. 1. 1. we read, Apollo ſe id dathrum 
oftendit poſs ejus diti diem tertium ; qui ut illuxit, mortui ſunt reperti: 
and fo Arten _ aq ny UP tn vo and Sdhrtpy fre as ſy- 
nonymous, which may be ſeen by comparing p. and p. 986 of 

his 
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his Reſurrection out of all Doubt, it is Probable that their Joy . 
would have been too Exceſſive and Tumultnous for them to 
bear: He ſeems therefore to have choſen rather to diſcoyer him- 
ſelf to them by Degrees. 3 

The firſt Step towards any Notice of this Miraculons Fag 
was, that the Grave was found open, and the Body gone. 

Next they received an Account of his being riſen from two 
Perſons, who had the Shape of Young men, but had at the ſame 
time the appearance of a Brightneſs like that of Ligbining in 
their Conntenances; which gave reaſon to thoſe who ſaw them, 
to ſuppoſe that they were not Men, but Angels. 

After this Feſus appeared to ſome of his Diſciples, but it he- 


ing not yet Day-light (Matt. xxviii. I.) they miſtook him for 
the Gardiner of the Place in which the Grave was, till upon 
looking more narrowly at him, they ſaw him to be their Ma- 
= fter; but he preſently withdrew himſelf, leaving them little more 
than a Glimpſe or bare View of his Perſon, as not deſigning 
yet fully to convince them of the Reality of his Reſurrection. 
At another time he appeared to Two of the Diſciples, as they 
were on their Journey to Emmaus; but it was (as the Evange- 
liſt ſays) in another Form. Mark xvi. 12. f. e. another than what 
they had been uſed to ſee him in, probably in the Dreſs of a Tra- 
veller, for it is ſaid that he went into the Country with them. 
This Circumſtance therefore, together with the Dusk of the 
Evening, (at which time it happened) and the Deſpair they were 
in of ever ſeeing him again, might contribute towards what is 
= faid of theſe two Diſciples, that heir eyes were holden, that the 
= ſhould not know him, or rather (as it may be rendered) /o as zhey . 
Z did not know him. Luke xxiv. 16. till upon entring with him in- 
do an houſe, and MUNg down with kich to Supper, 4ber Eyre 
= were open d, and they neu him; which diſcoyery the bringit 
in of Lights for their Meal may probably have occafion'd; at 
XZ leaſt this 1s a better account of the matter than the Fanciful Sup- 
poſition, which has been advanced, as if Feſus was then diſco- 
x yer'd by an habitual Motion and Adtion of his band in breakiy 
= of bread. At this time, tho' he gave the Diſciples a farther proof 
his being riſen, yet they were only Two preſent, and he chaſe 
to ſtay a very little time with them after he was known. 
them; for it is ſaid that he ſtraitwa ang” > out of their Sight, 
or rather (as it is in the Margin of our Bibles) he ceaſed to be 
ſeen of them: by which no more need be meant than that he 
left their Company and went away, without doing any thing 
more than is naturally in the Power of Bodies to do; jult as the 
word diſappear (an Equivalent one) is us'd by Milton, Bock 
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Satan with his Rebellions diſappear'd, 
Far in the Dark diſlodg'd. . 


Where it is not meant that he made himſelf Inviſible, but that 
he withdrew out of ſight. | 
In all theſe Appearances of our Saviour to his Diſciples, there 
is no Chriſtian who pretends that he gave them a Full and Satiſ- 
factory Proof of his Reſurrection: They were but ſo many 
Steps to lead them on; they were only the Degrees by which 
he choſe to prepare them for a farther Diſcovery, and are there- 
tore (I think) a good Reaſon why more than once they were 
not aware of his being their Maſter. | 

And when, after all this, at another Appearance of his zhey 
fuppoſed that they had ſeen a Spirit, ver. 37. he went a —_ 
Length towards convincing them, by ſhewing them his Hands, 
and his Feet, and his Side; and appealing to them, whether 4 
Spirit had Fleſh and Bones, as they ſaw him have. 

The laſt Satisfaction which he gave them in this particular, and 
which (as the Story relates) put an entire end to All Doubt 
among them, was his allowing the Apoſtle Thomas not only ta 
fee, but to handle him, and feel the marks in his Side, his Hands, 
and his Feet, which the Nails and the Spear had made, when he 
was on the Croſs: Upon This they were All fully convinced; and 
every time afterwards, when they ſaw Him, they made no 
Scruple to own and receive him as Jeſus riſen from the Dead. 

If it can be made appear, that, after this ample Diſcovery, 
any of the Diſciples did not know him, when he was Preſent 
with them, there will be ſome weight in the Objection ; but at 
= every Inſtance that has been given of ſuch Behaviour in 
the Diſciples towards their Maſter, is taken from thoſe Ap- 

arances of his which were prior to the above-mentioned ane, 
when Thomas (the laſt of the Apoſtles who ſtood out) received 
ſuch ſtrong Conviction. a 

And is it fair Dealing to paſs over thoſe Later appearances, 
in which the Apoſtles declare that they had full evidence, and 
to object his Former Imperfe& appearances as not SatisfaQory ? 
Why, th&Apoſtles acknowledge that at Firſt they believ'd not; 
but the ſame Writers ſay that they believed Afterwards, and give 
us their Reaſans far it: and ſhall the One Story of the Apoſtles 
be credited, and the Other not ? 

I can ſee no Reaſon why theſe Objectors ſhould like their 
Teſtimony in the Firſt caſe better than that in the Laſt, except 
that they were then Urzbelievers; That perhaps They may look 
on as Merit, and reckon that the leſs Faith they had, they Ge 
| | fer v 
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Izxsus Vindicated, 11 
ſerv'd the more Credit. But is it not ſtrange that in ſuch a Caſe 
a man's Evidence ſhould be turn'd againſt himſelf ? | 

I met an old Acquaintance t'other day in Weſtmiuſter-Hall, 
whom I did not know at firſt; I was talking with him for 
ſome time, *till at laſt recollecting my ſelf I called him by his 
name, and we immediately knew each other, and fell to dif- 
courſing upon ſeveral things that had formerly paſſed between 
us, and upon the Circumſtances and Welfare of ſeveral of our 


Common Friends. Shall any one tell me now, that this man 


was not the old Acquaintance that I took him to be, and uſe 


F for his Argument, That I did not know him at Firſt? What's 


that to the purpoſe? I knew him before we parted, and knew 
him by ſuch Sure Marks, as I could not be Deceived in. There 


are few men of ſo cool Tempers as not to be provok'd at ſuch 
an Arguer as This; and what He might call a Concluſion of 
his own Reaſon, They would look upon as an Affront to 
Theirs. But I have done with this Obje&ion, and proceed to 


3. F. The Third which I mentioned to have been made againſt 
the Truta of Jeſus's Reſurrection, and which was, that He did 


3 not perſonally appear to the Chief Prieſts and Elders, as ſome 


ſay he ought to have done for their Confutation. 
But if I ſhew that This was not only xo? neceſſary to be done, 


A but that there are good Reaſons aſſignable why it ſhould 2 
bave been done, a ſufficient Anſwer will be given to this Ob- 
jection. 


- / 


It was not neceſſary to be done, becauſe the Chief Prieſts and 


1 Rulers had ſeen enough to convince them fully that Jeſus came 
= from God, if they had not been blinded with the moſt obſtinate 
Prejudices: They had been Eye-Witneſſes to many of his Mi- 


racles, and had but very lately (at his Death) ſeen the Veil of 


4 = zthe Temple rent iu twain, and Darkneſs over the whole Land : 
This would have been a full Proof to Them, if they had not 
been reſolutely bent againſt admitting any. : 


But ſuppoſing that Chriſt had appear'd to them, and that they 


had believed upon ſeeing him alive after his Reſurrection, what 


would have been the Conſequence? Why, all the Proof of this - 
Fact which they could have given to others, would have been 
their Teſtimony only; and Teſtimony We have Now for it, 
That of the Apoſtles, Twelve in number, who ſaid that they 


3 | All ſaw him, and not only ſaid this, but wrought Miracles, and 


laid down their Lives in Atteſtation to the Truth of their Re- 
port. And could the Chief Prieſts and Elders (if they had been 
convinced) have done more than This for the convincing af 
Others? . 

9 Let 
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12 The MIRACLES of 

Let us farther ſuppoſe, ſa) that Their being convinced would 
have carry'd ſuch Weight along with it, that not only all the 
Prieſts and Rulers, but the Body of the Fewiſh People would 
have been converted upon Their Teſtimony: And let us ſup- 
poſe that upon this the Apoſtles or any other Fews had ſet out 
for foreign Countries, preaching the great Doctrine of Feſus's 
Reſurrection, inſiſting apon This Proof of it, that not only Fhey 


_ themſelves, but the Chief Prieſts and Elders had ſeen him, and 


that the whole Nation was fully perſwaded of the Truth of it; 
and producing Certificates to that purpoſe under the Hands and 
Seals of the great Council or Saubedrim. If This had been the } 

Cafe, can we think that thoſe who now make Objections to the 
Teſtimony of the Apoſtles, would not have made much Greater 
and Stronger Objections to the united Teſtimony of the Na- 
tion? Would not they have found more room to ſuſpe& an 
Impoſture than they can Now? Would not they have called 
it a State Trick, a Political Craft, a National Contrivance of 
the Jeu, to patch up their Credit after they had ſo long talk'd of 
their Meſſiabh that was to come? Would not That have been 
objected (which Now cannot), that a Fraud might eaſily have 
been carried on under the Shelter of the Few:f Magiſtracy? If 
all the Power of Authority in Religion had been on the fide of 
this Fact, might it not be fuſpeQed that ſuch as were Curious 
and Inquifitive to examine things to the Bottom, were intimi- 


dated and diſcourag'd from the Attempt? Would not ſuch a 


general Union in Belief have paſſed with Thefe Objectors for 
a General Conſpiracy? and would they not have cry'd down 
the Fact, becauſe it Had This Circumſtance attending it, much 
more juſtly than they now cry it down becauſe it wanted it? 

Providence takes it own Meaſures; we are not to preſcribe 
to it, which way was beſt or wiſeſt : whatever method it ſhould 
have pleas'd Heaven to take, it would not have fail'd to put its 
Defigns in Execution; but in the View wherein I have plac'd 
things above, there would have been ample Scope for Cavil, a 
large Field to fow the Tares of Doubts and Difficulties in. But 
will a Rational Man admit that for an Objection which is liable 
to more and greater Objections? Fie upon ſuch Free-thinking ! 
which Marrs inſtead of Mending, and like the New piece put 
into an Old Garment, makes the Reat worſe. Mat. ix, 16. 
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(a) See this Argument very largely and very clearly handled in a 
Pamphlet publiſh'd ſince the firſt Edition of this Treatiſe, and entitled, 
An Impartial Examination and full Confutation of the Argument 
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ſary, that Chri/# ſhould have appear'd upon his Reſurrection to 
the Chief Prieſts and Rulers of the Fews, as has been ſuggeſ ed 


And God muſt be allow'd to have taken a more Unexception- 
able Method in making this Fact evident to a Few Men only, 
and thoſe of no Figure, Character or Reputation in Life, ex- 
cept (as the Event ſhew'd) for their Courage and Sincerity. 


Stone at the Mouth of the Grave being Sealed by the Chief 
Prieſts, and the Seal being broken open, when They were not 
Preſent, here (ſay ſome) is room to ſuſpect a Fraud and Im- 
z poſture. | | | 
1 # But to make this Obje&ion of any Weight, they muſt ſup» 
pole that the Apoſtles, who were the Choſen Witneſſes of the 
Reſurrection, as well as the Chief Prieſts, who were the De- 
myers of it, were concerned in the Sealing; and that both Par- 
ties conſented to this method as a Sure way to diſcover whe- 
ther Jeſus would rife or not: and that both likewiſe had en- 
gag'd to * at the Opening of the Grave on ſome Day and Hour 
appointed. | | 

But all this Suppoſal is not only without foundation, but is 
—Zgirealy contrary to the Hiſtory; for the Apoltles all fled for 


\ Meir Lives when their Maſter was Crucified; and when they 
met afterwards, they did it with the Doors fant for fear of the 


Jews: Nay ſo far were they from agreeing with the Chief 
Prieſts upon This or any other Teſt of his Riſing again, that we 
gare told in Scripture, that they did not expect him to riſe again, 
and that for ſeveral days after his Reſurrection they were flow 
gef heart to believe it. And could This Sealing then be a Cove- 
ant enter'd into by the Apoſtles? Or could their Conſent be 
reaſonably preſum'd to any Teſt of a Fact which they never ex- 
ppected to happen? : 

X Beſides, what Right had the Chief Prieſts to preſcribe any 


tis true; but the Treaſure in it was none of Theirs: it was 


Oven when ever he pleas d? Where then is the Mark of Fraud, 
when God, the only Proprietor, was preſent at the opening of 


| Wit? There may be Cavil in this, but there is no Argument, till 


zit be made out that a Fact fully prov'd to Some Men is Falſe, 
becauſe other men have not received all the Proof which they 
2X deſire. But according to this way of reaſoning, it ſeems to be 
out of the Power of God himſelf to make any Fact appear ” 


— 


So that all things confider'd, it was ſo far from being Neceſ- ö 


that (according to all the ways of Thinking which theſe Cava. 
lers are us'd to) he ought not to have appear d to them. 


4. §. The laſt Objection which I mentioned runs thus : the | 


Method for the Divine Power to act in? they Sealed the Grave, 


God's, and might not he open the Door of it, and take out his 


14 The MIRACLES of 
be True; becauſe while he leaves men Free- will, they may /un- 
der the Colour of Free-thinking) make Objections, and inſiſt 
upon unreaſonable terms of Satisfaction: but Theſe don't in- 
fluence the nature of Facts, and therefore without any regard to 
the Seal or the Sealers, we muſt aſſert that Jeſus did truly Riſe 
from the Dead on the third Day according to the Scriptures. 

 T have now gone thro” every part of what was at firſt pro- 
pos'd, having ſhew'd by direct Proof that Feſas did riſe, and 
having anſwer'd the ſeveral Objections againſt this Fact, which 
fome have drawn from the Writings of the Evangeliſts. 

The Evidence then of this Great and Miraculous Action lies 
fairly before the Reader. I have plac'd it in the Cleareſt Light 
that I could, and have brought the Proofs of it into a Shorter 
Compaſs than Uſual : Both theſe are 17 Helps to any Sin- 
cere, Unprejudiced man, who would ſee the Reaſon of the 
Chriſtian's Faith and Hope: It appears Abſolutely Impoſſible 
(according to the Scripture Story) that the Apoſtles ſhould have 
been Deceived in this Point of Feſus's Reſurrection ; which is 
no leſs than a Demonſtration in their Favour : and it appears to 


have been Morally Impoflible that they ſhould have willfully 2 | 


Deceived Mankind in this Particular: the Circumſtances of their 
Caſe will not admit of ſuch a Suppoſition, and the whole 
Weight of Improbability lies againſt it, which is the ſtrongeſt 
Proof that ſuch a Diſtant Fa& is capable of. 5 

And will a Wiſe man think a few Cavils ſufficient to deter- 
mine the Point againſt ſuch Evidence? When the Proofs are 
ſo much Stronger on the One ſide than the Objections on the 
Other, are there not greater Difficulties to be met with in Diſ- 
believing than in Believing ? G2 

Here then a Rational Man will take his Stand, and being 
once convinced that Feſws did truly riſe from the Dead, from 
hence he will ſet out in his Enquiries, and taking this Clue a- 
long with him will eaſily ſee what Judgment is to be made of 
ſome other Particulars in the Goſpel, againſt which Exceptions 
have been taken: With this Evidence in his hand, he will eaſily 
admit all the Miracles wrought by Feſ#s, when Alive, to have 
been True and Real ones: For the Divine Power (we may be 
ſure) would never have exerted it ſelf in his favour to Raiſe him 
again, if during his Abode on Earth he had counterfeited Mira- 
cles and impoſed on a Credulous Multitude: And if he wrought 
Undoubted Miracles, will not this Concluſion neceſſarily fol- 
low, That he came from God, teaching the Divine Will, be- 
cauſe he made uſe of his Miracles as ſo many Proofs of his 
having a Commiſſion from Heaven? | 
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And the ſame muſt be ſaid of the Application of the Prophe- 
Cies of the Old Teſtament, which Jeſus and his Apoſtles declar'd 
to have been fulfill'd in Him: For however ſome of them may 
appear to Us, at this diſtance of time, not to be expreſly deter- 
min'd and tyed down to His Perſon, yet no Senſe of them can 
be clearer than what'is given them by one who wrought un- 
doubted Miracles, and thereby prov'd himſelf to come from that 


| | God, who ſpake by the Prophets; and therefore Jeſus's Explica- 


tion of them is no other than God's Own; and can we deſire a 
better Interpretation? | | | 825 
; In all Enquiries the only way to come at Truth is to ſet out 
Fright at firſt. There is no Propoſition in Euclid or Newton, tho? 
never ſo ſtrictly Demonſtrable, but will loſe all its Force of 
Conviction, if a man begins at the wrong end, disjoints the ſe- 
= veral parts of the Proof, or places them in a wrong and unna- 
= tural Order. It is the ſame thing in Chriſtianity; it a man ſin- 


gles out a Miracle or a Prophecy, and having expos'd as Art- 


fully as he can the Literal Story of either, if from thence he 


forms an Argument that Theſe don't prove Feſ#s to have come 
from God or to have been the Mefiah; he may to weak Un- 
derſtandings ſeem to ſay ſomething Material, and may triumph 
if he pleaſes) in the Quaintneſs of his Objections: For, no 


* 


2 


doubt, every Miracle of Chriſt Singly conſider'd does not Infal - 
libly prove his Divine Miſſion, nor does every Prophecy Singly 
cConſider'd point him out for the true Meſſiab. Exceptions may 
be drawn from the Circumſtances of ſome of them by men diſ- 
pos'd to cavil, and they may ſay that at beſt (when taken in this 
Separate view) they can only make us Wonder, not Believe. 

But all this while Truth is Truth, and would appear ſo, if the 
Proofs were purſued in their Natural Order: Do but begin a- 
right and follow the Chain of things; and you have Demon- 
tration: whereas if you Start wrong, or loſe the Track, then 
PDoubts and Difficulties meet you at every Turning, and you 
z will ſoon have a Stock of them to ſet up with, as a Modern 
x Free-thinker. 5g 3 

This Queſtion may fairly be asked, If we give up Chriſtia- 
XX nity, what Religion will they give us in the Room of it? Chri- 
ſtianity is ſurely worth ſomething, and a Man would not part 
with it except to Advantage. Why, the Golden Religion of Na- 
q ture (a) is offer d us in exchange: but all is not Gold that gli- 
X {ters ; it has been prov'd a thouſand times, that Natural Religion 


n 


F Is not ſufficient for all our Wants, that it had one great Defe& 
at leaſt, which the Goſpel remedies by promiſing Pardon and 


(a) Wovlitog's Diſc, Part, 6. Pag. 28. 
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Forgiveneſs of Sins. But are they in earneſt when they talk of 
ſetting up Morality for the Standard? If they were, one would 
think that they ſhould practiſe it in their Writings, while they 
recommend it, and the Example ſhould go along with the Do- 
ctrine. But is not the Contrary viſible in moſt of their Works? 
I will inftance only in the Author of the Diſcourſes on the 
Miracles of our Saviour : one Specimen of his Honeſty in Quo- 
tations I have given before in Page 5, which I hope will be re- 
ferr'd to upon this occaſion. And thus in Part I. Pag. 25, he 
ſays that Sz. Hilary is plain that there was no ſuch Market kept in 


the Temple of Feruſalem, i.e. for buying and ſelling Sheep, Oxen 


and Doves: and for this purpoſe he quotes theſe words of that 
Father, Nos habebant Fudæi quod venire poſſent, neque erat quod 


" emere quis poſſet. This is but a part of a Sentence, the whole 


runs thus: Sed neque emere Judæos in Synagoga, neque vendere 
2 Sanctum exiſtimandum eſt; non enim habebaut ut ven- 
re n neque erat quod quis emere poſſet: We maſs not 
think that the Fews were able i buy and El the Holy Ghoſt in 
the Synagogue ; for they had it not to ſell, nor was there any one 
#o buy it. Here he deceives his Reader, concealing from him 
that the buying and ſelling mention'd by St. Hilary was that of 
the Holy Ghoj „ not of Sheep and Oxen, and the Place ſpoken of 
was not the Temple but the Synagogue. Is this Morality ? 
Again, he makes Eraſmus ſay, that Feſus could not be zealous 
againſt the Profanation of that Temple of the eus, which was 
don to be deſiroy'd, p. 30. But the words of Eraſmus have a 
quite different meaning, and run thus; Nec enim illum tanto- 
pere commovebat Templum illud mercimoniis Boum, Ovium, 
Hircorum & Columbarum profanatum : Sed oftendere voluit Ava- 
ritiam & Queſtam fore capitalem Peſtem Hccleſiæ ſue, quan 
Templum illud, cujus Religio mox erat abolenda, figurabat. Feſar 
wvas not ſo much mov'd at the Profanation of the Temple by the 


merchandiſe of Oxen, Sheep, Goats and Doves; but he meant to 
ew that Avarice and Luxury would be a fatal Calamity to his 


Church, which was figur'd out by that Temple whoſe Warſhip 
was foor after to be aboliſhed. The Author abovemention'd 
makes Eraſmns aſſign the I'emple's being ſoon to be deſtroy'd, 
as a Reaſon why he ſays that Feſzs could not be Zealous againſt 
the Profanation of it: whereas Eraſmas does not ſay this, inuch 
leſs does he aſſign a Reaſon for it: he only mentions the Tem- 
ple's being ſoon to be deſtroy'd, as a Circumſtance to ſhew that 
the Temple was a Figure of the Chriſtian Church, which was 
to ſucceed it. Was there a greater Difference between 
Eraſmus and the Monks of His time, than there is between 
the True Senſe of Eraſmus, and what this Unfair Author 
would fix upon him? | : Some 
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Some other opportunity will be taken to add more Inſtances 
of the like Behaviour, but theſe are ſufficient to ſhew that this 
great Recommender of the Golden Religion of Nature, in his 
attacks upon Chriſtianity, violates the firſt principles of Natu- 
ral Religion, and makes a Sacrifice of Common Honeſty to his 
Zeal againſt Revelation. If his Morality teaches him no better 
things, I would adviſe him not to offer it to the World; it is 


| beſt in his Own keeping, it may be of great uſe to Him in raiſing 


ObjeQions againſt the Bible; nay it may be a Golden Religion to 
him, if by the help of it he can furniſh his Diſcourſes with 
ſuch bold Falſehoods as ſhall make them Sell the better. But 
to all Serious Men, to all who enquire and examine into every 
Hardy Aſſertion, his Book is their Antidote; by ſeeing what 


He is, they learn what ſuch men as have caſt off the Golpel are 


likely to be: He is the ſtrongeſt Proof againſt Himſelf that 
Chriſtianity is Neceſſary to reſtrain men; and there is nothing in 
his Writings of ſo much Weight to incline men to be Unbe- 
lievers, as there is in his Example to ſhew them the Neceſſity 
of Believing. | 

A Man muſt be much in Love with Varicty, and wear 
his Religion, like his Cloaths, ſubject to every Change of the 
Faſhion, if he will quit the Chriſtian Faith, and renounce his 
Creed for an uncertain. Something, ſo ill ſupported and fo ill 
recommended as the Religion of theſe Diſputers. When they 
have demonſtrated the Falſehood of Chriſtianity, or ſhewn us 
that the ObjeQions againſt it are of more Force than the Proofs 
for it, then we may allow them {after great Examples in other 
caſes) to ſpend their whole Stock of Wit and Drollery upon 
the Subject. But if they muſt be under a Reſtraint till then, it 
will all dye with them, and the World will loſe the Proof of 
their Abilities in the Great Art of Ridicule: For as yet the Ar- 
ticle of Jeſus's Reſurrection (that Foundation Stone of Chriſti- 
anity) remains unmov'd by any thing that They have offer'd: 
They have done their Beſt, it muſt be owned, and have ſaid all 
perhaps that the Wit or Malice of man can deviſe : But ſtill it 
can no more prevail againſt this Truth, than Death and the Grave 
could againſt our Saviour; it riſes like him, and triumphs over 
all Objections. | rf | | 

It is hoped therefore, that what has been ſaid on this Occa- 
fion, will have ſome Effect to check the increafing Infidelity of 
the Age; and that men will conſider and weigh matters, before 
they form any Judgment to the Prejudice of that Faith, which 
can plead Preſcription, and (by ſhewing its Reaſonableneſs) can 
make that Preſcription appear a Good one. If the Proofs that 
I have brought in its favour are ſo convincing, as J 7. 
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ſuaded they are, let ſuch men examine their own hearts care- 
fully, and ſee whether other Motives than thoſe of Reaſon do 
not determine them to Unbelief. I pretend not to charge it 
upon their Vices or their Vanity and Love of Novelty ; they 
Themſelves are the beſt Judges of what that Principle is which 


influences them: But they muſt give up the Pretence of Reaſon 


mean of Right Reaſon) in this Caſe; for This lyes directly 
againſt them, it blows full in their Face; and that which is the 
— of our Faith, can never be the Foundation of 
Their Infidelity. 


The End of the Firſt Part. 
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PART the SECOND. 
CONTAINING, 
A Defence of the Literal Story of ] E SU 8's di- 
ving the BUYERS and SELLERS out 
. of the TEMPLE; Fae 
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A former Diſcourſe endeavour'd to eſtabliſh' the 
ruth of that Great Miracle, the Reſurrection of 
Feſus, and in purſuance of that Defign, I ſhew'd it 
to be Abſolutely Impoſſible that the Apoſtles ſhould 
be Deceived, and Morally Impoſſible that they 
ſhould intend to Deceive Mankind : The Proofs 
of theſe two Particulars were Then laid before the Reader in ſo 
Short and yet ſo Plain a.manner, that (as I am encourag'd to 
hope by better Judges than my ſelf) they amount to no leſs than 
a full Demonſtration of the Fact in Queſtion. | | 
In that ſmall Treatiſe it was not attempted to clear the Apo- 
ſtles from the Charge of Enthaſiaſm, becauſe what was There 
faid, - when laid together, ſeem'd a full Vindication of them in 
this Particular; but fince thoſe who have got a Plauſible Word 
on their ſide, are fond of making the Moſt of it, and atte& to 
range the Apoſtles under a third Claſs, . that of Eutbhuſiaſts, L 
ſhall follow them into this Covert, and try to force them out of 
it, by ſhewing how effectually all Suſpicion of Euthuſiaſin has 
been removed from them, by what has been already Prov'd on 
tze Article of Jeſus's ReſurreHion. | 
| Enthuſiaſm in its only Proper Senſe (when apply'd to Teach- 
ers) is the aſſerting ſomething for Truth upon a Strong but 
Falſe Imagination of being Divinely Inſpir'd: you ſee then that 
the Subject, whereon the warm Brain of the Euthuſiaſt diſplays 
it ſelf, is Opinion and Doctrine only; but the Point in Queſtion 
between Us was a Fact, viz. the Reſurrection of Jeſus, in 
which (as then appear d) it is Abſolutely Impoſſible that they 
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the Scriptures call, and I ſhew'd to be, Iafallible ones. It muſt 
be oblerv'd that the Evidence, which They had of Jeſus's be- 
ing Alive again, was Senſible Evidence, Frequently repeated, 
and made. Good to more of their Senſes than One; and that 
the Gift of Tongues, which was the Divine Power within them, 
was only a Confirmation of the Goodneſs of this Evidence : 
They did not reaſon, as the Euthuſiaſt does; This I teach for 
Truth of Doctrine, becauſe I am Divinely Inſpir'd; but, This 
J teach for Truth of Fact, becauſe I was Eye-witnels to it, 
and felt and handled it; and that my Senſes did not Deceive me 
in that Outward Obje& I am ſure, becauſe I feel within me 
the Accompliſhment of that Promiſe, which J7eſus made me 
After his Reſurrection. | | 
Or take Extha/iaſm in its leſs Proper Senſe, and underſtand 
by it no more than a Man's being more ſtrongly perſuaded of 
the Truth of any thing than he has Reaſon for: and extend it 
(if you pleaſe) to Facts as well as Opinions; nay (rather than 
not allow it room enough to range in) ſuppoſe it to be an Odd 
and Extravagant Mixture of being Deceived and Deceiving too; 
Vet the Apoſtles are Safe, my their "Teſtimony ——_ 
Fefus's Reſurrection can never be charged with any the lea 
zuſpicion of Eutbuſiaſm: For my Diſcourſe (if it Prov'd 
any thing) Prov'd that the Foundation, on which they built 
their Strong Perſuaſion, was ſuch as could eaſily ſupport the 
whole Weight of the Superſtructure: it was ſhew'd, that the 
Fact which they aſſerted for True, was not afferted upon the 
Force of a Suppos'd or a Real Divine Impulſe only, but upon 
Senſible .Evidence, of the Strongeſt kind ; ſuch as would have 
been in all Reſpects Sufficient, tho“ Alone, but yet ſuch as was 
(beyond any other Fact that ever happen'd) ſtrengthen'd and 
confirn'd by a Divine Power within them: And if we allow 
that, even as to Facts themſelves, Euthuſiaſm may ſo far impoſe 
upon a man, as to make him believe a Lie, nay to be ſtrongly 
perſuaded of the Truth of it; yet it can never make him an 4 
real Miracles in order to perſuade others to believe it. 
So that, notwithſtanding this Charge of Euthuſiaſin, it muſt 
be allow'd that the Teſtimony of the Apoſtles is True, when 
they tell us that Jeſus Roſe from the Dead on the Third Day, as 
he had foretold. ER 5 rrny 
If this Point therefore be 7 (and 'till I can ſee ſomething 
Material offer'd againſt it, I may preſume it to be gain'd), 
have laid ſo ſtrong a Foundation, that no Exceptions to any of 
the Miracles, which Jeſus wrought in his Fre can be of 
Weight and Force enough to make a. Reaſonable and Unpre- 
zudic'd Perſon disbelieve them: For if Jeſus wrought the * 
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eſt of all Miracles in Raiſing himſelf from the Dead, a thing ſo 


plainly». beyond. all the Powers of Nature, a thing ſo ſeemingly 
Impoſſible, a thing which not only no Human Art could effect, 
but no Human Wiſdom. could foreſee; can there be any Sha. 
dow of a Reaſon to doubt whether He wrought thoſe Other 
Miracles, which have ſuch viſibly leſs Difficulties in them, and 
againſt which the very beſt Exceptions muſt be meer 'T rifles in 
compariſon of the Former? If before his Death he had plaid the 
part of a Cheat and an Impoſtor, is it Conceivable that God 
would have permitted him to Riſe from the Grave; eſpecially 
when in Proof of his Miffion from God, and of his working 
Real Miracles, he appeal'd in his Life-time to this Great future 
Event, and plac'd his whole Character upon this ReſurreQion? 
Or can we — e that his Diſciples, who had ſuch Strong, 
Senſible, Inward Evidence for the Reality of his having been 
Alive again, could have any Temptation to forge Other Mira- 
cles, and aſcribe Actions to him which he never perform'd ? 
Was it not Probable, was it not at leaſt Poſſible, that they 
ſhould be Detected in the Falſehood of Things, many of which 
they report him to have done in the moſt Publick manner, and 
before Numbers not only of his Followers but of his Enemies? 
And would not the Diſcovery of any One Miracle falſely 
afcrib'd. to their Maſter have been an Invincible Prejudice againſt 
the True Miracle, which they witneſs'd to, and built their 
whole Scheme upon? The Reſurrection, Alone, was a Con- 
vincing Proof that he came from God; and a Hundred True 


Miracles could not poſſibly have Added ſo much Weight to 


the Proof of it, as one Falſe one, Detected, would certainly 
have taken from it. So that what room was there for Forgery, 


when the Only Method that the Apoſtles could uſe to gain Cre- 


dit to the Reſurrection which they were ſure of, was never 


to report any thing of Jeſus which they Knew to be Falſe, or 


were not Sure to be rue 5 ; „ Þ-> 
Here then is not only a Reaſonable Preſumption, but a Stro 


Conſequence in favour of all the Miracles which are attributed 


to Feſzs in the Goſpels : Every Impartial Man mult believe the Li- 
teral Account of them to be True, and the Miracles to have 
been Real ones, unleſs it can be made out clearly that there is 
an Abſolute Impeflibility in any of them. This is the only 
Caſe, which will allow us to make a Stand: For it is not ſut- 
ficient to ſay that This or That particular Circumſtance ſeems 
Abſurd, becauſe the Abſurdity may ariſe from our want of Ma- 
terials for Information: the ObjeQtion may owe its birth tq Ig- 
norance, and he who makes it, may have his Share of This as 
well as his Neighbour. Conſider that almoſt 1700 Years have 
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22 The MiRACLEs of 
paſſed ſince theſe Miracles were wrought; the Climate and the 
Language, the Cuſtoms and the Genius of the People were very. 
different from Ours; the Story is often told in a Short and Un- 
circumſtantial Manner, and Alluſions are commonly made to 
the Hiſtory of thoſe Times and to the Situation of thoſe Places, 
which We are not fully acquainted with. On all theſe Ac- 
counts and many others, things may ſeem Strange and even Ab- 
ſurd to Us, which were the moſt Obvious and Familiar to the 
Natives of Jadæa. | | 

But if we had no Helps at all to clear up theſe Matters againſt 
ObjeQtions, yet we might be ſaid rather to be Without them 
than to Want them; for there is no Want, where there is a Di- 
rect Proof; and the Conſequence from Jeſus's Reſurrection be- 
ing a True Fact, to his Other Miracles being Truly wrought, 
is what no one can reaſonably deny to be a Direct Proof. y 
However ſince Objections have been rais'd by Some againſt 
the Literal Story of almoit all the Principal Miracles of Jeſuc, 
I am not unwilling to enter into a particular Examination of 
them, that the Reader may ſee how the Cavils of theſe Men are 
the Weakeſt and molt Frivolous that can be conceived ; 
ſuch as the Meaneſt Author, that I ever met with before, would 
not Stoop to make uſe of; ſuch as in any other Cauſe, but that 
of Religion, a Wiſe man would not think worth refuting: Nor 
ſhall the Unfair Arts, which They employ to give a Colour to 
theſe Cavils be forgotten in their proper place. I will venture 
to ſay, that were Theſe open'd, and expos'd to their Readers 
(as they ought to be), Such Writers could never be able to bring 
any thing into Diſcredit but their Own Writings. "58.9 
At preſent 1 ſhall confine my ſelf to the Literal Accounts of 

the two firſt Miracles, which a late (a) Author has undertaken 

to Expoſe; but in what Manner, and with what Succels, the 
Reader will be ſoon convinc'd. | BIT 


I. I begin (as He does) with the Miracle of Jeſus driving 
the Buyers and Sellers out of the Temple. 2 

All the Objections which he has rais'd againſt it are reduce- 
able to theſe three heads. | 

That there was no Profanation of the Temple by Buyers and 
Sellers, as is pretended, 8 82 

That, if there was, yet Feſas could not have executed ſuch a 
Work as driving them out of the Temple. 


-n_—_— 


(a) Mr. Woolfton's Diſcourſes on our Saviour's Miracles, Part I. 


That, 


1Rũ5 . 
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That, if he Could have executed it, yet it was a Needleſs 
Work, becauſe the Temple was ſo ſoon to be Deſtroyed and 
Polluted. | | UE ALL | 
1. $. In Proof of his firſt Objection he brings the Feſtimo- 
ny of St. Hilary, p. 25. that there was no ſuch Market kept in 
the Temple: And for fear this ſhoald not hoJd, he quotes St. Au- 

ſtin as ſaying that zhere conld be no great Sin in Selling and Buy- 


ing Things in the Temple, that were for the Uſe of it, and offered 


as Sacrifice in it. But the Reader may remember that I have 
already convicted Mr. V. of Falſe Evidence in this Quotation 
from St. Hilary, Part I. p. 16. and I hope that for the future 
he will forbear to make an Affidavit- man of Him. And yet 
were This Quotation an Honeſt one, of what Weight could it 
be? Since the Teſtimony of the four Evangeliſts, who were 
Contemporaries, and upon the Spot, muſt be preferr'd before 
that of a Writer who lived ſome hundreds of Years after- 


wards; eſpecially in a Fact of ſo Publick a Nature, that, if it 
was Falſe, the Fews in every part of the World could have 


Detected it upon their own Knowledge, becauſe they went up 
yearly from every part of the World to the Temple to celebrate 


the Paſſover; and therefore could not but know whether at any 


Paſſover, at That particularly, ſuch a Traffick was carried on 
in the Temple or not. 
But! will give Mr. V. another Teſtimony of the Fact, ſuch as 
even his Friend the Few:/þ Rabbi ſhall be forced to allow for a 
Good one: It is the Teſtimony of the ancient Fewws themſelves, 
who (we may be ſure) did not relate the Matter falſely, to ſerve 
the Cauſe of the Evangeliſts. In the Babyloniſh Talmud it is 
declar'd that (a) forty Years before the Temple was deſtroy'd, the 
Great Council remov'd (from the 63 Place where they us'd to 
aſſemble in the Inner- Court of the Temple), and ſat among the 
Shops, Count back forty Years from the Deſtruction of the 
Temple, and you will find that this Removal was about three 
or four Years before this Action of our Saviour's, and conſe- 
vently that there was a Place called the Shops about that time, 


— — _ * * * = 
2 > . 0 n 7 2 _ 


(a) Quadraginta annis ante Excidium Domus migravit Synedrium 
majus, ſeditque in Taberna: (ſec. aliam lect. in Tabernis Montis Sancti): 
Avoda Sacra. Edit. Edzard. p. 61. | | : 
(4) Migravit Senatus ab exedra lapidum cæſorum (loco, ubi olim 
habebatur Senatus) ad Tabernas, & a Tabernis ad Jeruſalem. Set 
L'Empereur upon the Codex Middoth. p. 48, 49. | 


C3 | were 


t the ſame time one Jewiſo Rabbi tells us Where theſe Shops 
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24 The MIRACLES of 


were (a), They were in the Mountain of the Houſe, by which 


the Talmud always meant the Outer-Court or Court of the Gen- 
ziles: And another tells us What they were, when he ſays (6); 
That the Shops were an open ſpacious Place, where Gooas 
were ſold, and Money exchanged: And frequent Mention is 
made there of the (c) Tables of the Money-Changers; upon 
which Maimonides tells us that (4) he who Changed the Mo- 
Yo was called Trapezita in the Miſchna (e). Mr. . as much 
r. 


Ip. as he is, will ſcarcely (I think) deſire a fuller Proof of 


the Fact than This is. | | 
But he ſeems aware that the Fact would be proved againſt 


him, and therefore brings in St. Auſtin as denying that This was 


a Profanation of the Temple : that Father's Words are, Non 
ergo magnum conn, hoc vendebat in Templo, quod emebar» 
tur, ut offerretur in Templo, and then he goes on, & tamen 
zude ejecit illos: Quid fi Ebrioſos inveniret? Ke. ' Now can any 


one think, that St. Auſtin meant to contradict Chriſt, arid ſay 


that there was properly zo great Sin in their doing that, by 
which Jeſus ſaid they had made the Temple a Deu of Thieves ? 


If he had, it would have been one of the Things which he ſhould 


have put into his Confeſſions. But he meant only, that the Sin 
was not ſe great an one as ſome Others are, that it would be 
worſe to be found there a Drunkard than a Seller of Goods: 
and what he ſeems thus to Excuſe, is only the Baying and Seb 
ling' in the Temple Things for the Service of tbe Temple, nat 
(what our Saviour charges them with) the carrying on an Un- 
juſt and Unrighteous Trade there ; ſo that his Apology for them 
as Merchants, does not vindicate them as Thieves. Hg Foes 
By the 7. ** here is meant the Outer Court of it, or he 
Court of the Gentiles; which (F) Joſephus (in his Deſcription 


of the Temple) calls he firſt Temple, as he calls the Inner 


— 
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(a) Ita enim R. Nathan, Locus erat extra exedram lapidis caſi in 


monte dis, cui nomen Taberne. Ib. | 
(% Nos autem ſolemus (dicit Elias) vocare locum apertum ad libera 
ſparia, ubi vendunt merces, Tabernam; ſic domus ubi mutant pecuniam 
cum fanore, dicitur Taberna, Ib. . 
: (c) Viceſſimo quinto die ad menſas ſedebant in Templo, Ib, 

(d) Menſa, i. e. ad menſam, que eſt ante Nummularium ſive Tra- 
pezitam, qui ſuper ea accipit (pecuniam), &. fic vocant eum, qui permu- 
tat pecuniam, Trapezitam in Miſchna, Ib. EE” 

(e) Miſchna. Edit. Surenhuſu. Tom. 4. p. 338. 

De Bello Jud, L. 5. c. 5. p. 1226. Edit. Hudf, T8 PSevrer2v 
14230, &ytoy rade, Y TETALZKAIS ihe Ballols tr avacarer Sno 
TÞ por x. | 1 | | £4 
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Court, where the Fervs enter d, the ſecond Tewple: nnd he tells 
us at the ſame time that the Fews did not lock on this Court 
of the Gentiles as a Hob place: no wonder then, that they al- 
2 Eu vie to 2 7 of . mar our Saviour found 
fault with. yet this Opinion of t ews concerning this 
Court was an Unworthy and Miſtaken one; for it was a Part 
of the Temple in general, it bore the very Name of the Tem- 
ple, and (what is more) it was the only Place that the Proſe- 
lytes of the Gate, who came up to the Temple, had to wor- 
ſhip the God of Mae in: for this purpoſe it was built-very 
Large and Spacious, that it might receive the great Numbers, 
which the Fews had reaſon to expect to ſee there; becauſe 
Iſaiahs Prophecy (ch. lvi. 7.) runs thus, Mine Houſe ſhali be a Houſe 
of Prayer for all People: which Prophecy our Saviour expreſly (a) 
quoted againſt the Buyers when he drove them out, to ſhew * 
them that their Practice was wholly Inconſiſtent with the View 
and Intent of it, which was that Proſelytes from every Coun- 
try under Heaven ſhould come and worſhip There. It was a 
great milapplication therefore of this Court of the Gentiles, to 
uſe it for Tables of Money-Changers and for Seats of them that 
feld Doves, and for Droves of Sheep and Oxen, which 
St. John iii. 15. tells us were brought in There, and for which 
no doubt there were Folds and Stalls to incloſe them, and ſepa- 
rate the Cattle of the ſeveral Proprietors ; and if we conſider 
What Prodigious Numbers of all theſe there muſt have been in 
that Court (for Jeſepbus (H) ſays that at one Paſſover Ceſtius 
computed near three Millions who came there to celebrate it, 
exclutive of all thoſe Proſelytes who came there to Worthip 
only) it will be eaſily conceiv'd how much the Place allotted to 
the Gentiles for Worthip was crowded and the Room Leffen'd; 
which ſurely was a great Indecency: but it was a Profanation 
of it too, becauſe in the midſt of the Bleatings of the Sheep, 
aud the Lowings of the 0xez, and the Hurry and Buſtle nęceſ- 
farily occaſion'd by the other ſort of Merchandiſe, the Gentile 
Proſelytes were ſure to meet with no ſmall. Diſturbance in their 
Devotions; and therefore this Practice of the eus was a de- 
feating (as far as they could) the accompliſhment of Jſaiab's 
Prophecy. ; 5 . 
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(al St. Matt. xxi. 13. has, 44% Hauſe ſhall bs called che Houſe of 
Prayer. St. Luke xix. 46. My Hauſe is the Hauſe of Prayer. But St, 
Mark's Words Ch. xi. 17. are the very ſame with the LXX. Tranfla- 
tion of Iſai. lvi. 7. and may be better render'd thus, à% Hows foull 
be called (on ſhall be) a Houſe of Prayer far ali Nations, © 


- (+4) De Bello Jud. L. 6. C. 9. Edit. Hudſan. 
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The MiRAclzs of | 
But the Caſe was ſtill worſe; for it ſeems Probable that the 


Captains of the Temple, who were Officers that had the Care 
and Charge of it, let out that part of the Court of the Gexziles 


for Profit and Advantage; and that the Sellers, to make them- 


ſelves amends for what they paid for their Shops and Stalls, 
made an Unjuſt and Exorbitant Gain. This however we are 
Sure of, that there was an Unrighteons Traffick carry'd on 
there, for our Saviour (as three of the Evangeliſts, who relate 
the Fact, aſſure us) does not charge them with having made the 
Temple a Place of Merchants only, but à Dex of Thieves. In 
the former caſe if there was only an Indecency, yet in This at 
Jeaſt it muſt be allowed that there was a Profanation of the 
Temple or Court of the Gentiles. | 


2. $. I proceed then to the 2d Objection, which was, How 
Feſus, (if there was a Profanation) could have executed this 
work of driving them out of the ſemple. J. is hard to con- 


ceive (ſays Mr. M. p. 22.) how any one in the Form of a Man 


and of a Deſpis'd one too, (and we don't read that Feſus chang'd 
his Shape), with a Whip in his Hand, could execute ſuch a Work 
upon a great Multitude of People, who were none of them his 
Diſciphs nor had any Regard for him. And he quotes a Modern 
Author as thinking T his he moſt ſtupendous Miracle that Feſus 
wwrozght. He that thought ſo, we know, was St. Jerome, juſt as 
much a Modern Author as Mr. W. is one of the Primitive ones, 
or ſpeaks their Sentiments: But I will let him fee, how it may 
be conceived, that Jeſus was plainly able to do, what he is ſaid 
to have done, in a Natural way, and without the Help of any 
Divine Power. | 7 
And here it muſt be remembred, that Jeſus was juſt come up 
from Bethany to Feruſalem in a Solemn Proceſſion, in a ſort of 
Royal and "Triumphant manner: He was attended on the Road 
and into the City with @ very great Multitude (Mat. xxi. 8.) 


nay with Multitudes that went before and follow'd, ver. 9. and 
"Theſe went along with him into the Temple (as may be (a) ga- 


ther'd 


3 82 * 25 We s 3 


(a) The Words are, When the Chief Prieſts and Scribes ſaw the 
wonderful works that he did, and the raid as Children crying in the 
Temple, and ſaying Hoſanna to the Son of David, they were ſore dif- 
leaſed, Where by Taiz; is not meant Children, as we render it, 
ut Jeſus's Servants and Followers, thoſe of his Train and Retinue. 
Thus Matt. xiv. 2, Herod-ſaid to his Servants n&uoiv, & c. and Luke 
Xll, 45, 1f that Servant ſay in his Heart, My Lord delayeth his com- 
5 ; gs 
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ther'd from ver. 15.) and There proclaim'd as they had done 
on the Road, Hoſanna to the Son of David, which was one of 
the Names of the Mefiah. The Concourſe was ſo great that 
all the City was moved, ver. 10. and even the Chief Prieſts were 
afraid of him and of the People too, becauſe they 20% him for 
a Prophet and were very attentive to hear him, Mat. xxi. 46. Mark 
Xi. 18 Luke xix. 48. and xx. 19. So that in what he did to the 
Buyers and Sellers in the Temple, he is not to be conſider'd as 
One ſingle Man only, but as at the Head of an Infinite Num- 
ber of People, all acknowledging him at that time for their 
Meſſiah and King, and therefore ready to ſupport him in any 
Reformation that he ſhould attempt. The Traders then might 
well have retir'd for fear of him whom the Chief Prieſts them- 
ſelves feared, as having ſuch Multitudes in his Retinue and at 
his Command: They did but what was Natural; they gave 
way to a Superiour Force, which it would been in vain to have 
Retiſted. - 1 | $31 
It is Eaſy now to conceive, how Jeſus could do this: he 
was not Then in the Form of a Deſpisd man, but rather of a 
Triumphant Monarch; he was attended with a much greater 
Maltitude of People than there was to oppole him, a Maltitude 
of People who were all his Diſciples and Followers at that 
time, and who had the greateſt Regard for him that men could. 
poſſibly have, they looking on him as their Meſſiab. 
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ing, and ſhall begin to beat the men-ſervants ds rds: and ſo Luke 
xv. 26, from which Inſtances I gather that rTazSa; here ſignifies 
thoſe who were the Diſciples, Servants, or. Followers of Jeſus at that 
time : And what the Phariſees ſaid in the following verſe, Heareſt 
thou what theſe ſay ? ſeems to,be the ſame with what they ſay on 
this occaſion in Luke Xix, 39. Maſter, rebuke thy Diſciples. If the two 
Evangeliſts ſpeak of two different times, yet the Phariſees ſeem to have 
defir'd him to rebuke the ſame Perſons in both the Evangeliſts. It is 
ſcarcely to be ſuppos'd that only Children cry'd out Hoſanna in the 
Temple, or that the Phariſees were ſo diſpleas'd with what Children 
only were ſaying. Beſides, the word redes does never in the New 
Teſtamenr fi ne. Children, unleſs once or twice at moſt, and then 
the Age of « 4% is ſpecify'd ; the proper word is T7a/Sia or u- 
p. What led our Tranſlators to give the word this ſenfe here, is 
(I conceive) the Anſwer that our Saviour makes, Out of the mouth 
of Babes and Sucklings thou haſt perfected praiſe ; but the meaning of 
this is, God has choſen for the praifing of him Babes and Sucklings 
in Knowledge, not with reſpe& to their Years; for Sucklings, that 
cannot frac cannot perſect praiſe, See Matt. xi. 25, where Babes 
are oppos'd to Wiſe and Prudent. | I 
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I would not be underſtood, by what I have id ve, to 

mean that there was no Miracle in this whole Affair; for tho 

there may have been none, where Mr. . and his Moder 

thor place it, yet there Seems to have heen 577 (tho* the Evan- 
elifts don't call it ſo) in the Unanimous Diſpoſition of the 
eople at That time to proclaim Your by the Title of the Son 

of David or Meſſiah. 


The Fame of his having raiſed Lazarus from the Dead a 
little before went a great way, tis true, (Johr ii. 18.) towards 
filling Men's minds with this Belief ; but yet ſo Univerſal, fo 
Sudden, and withal ſo Short-liv'd an Acknowledgment of Such 
a Point, looks more like the Effect of a Nivipe Impulſe than 
of any Natural Cauſes. * 3 | 


3. §. The third Objection was this; If Jeſus could do this, 
— was it not a Needleſs work to be fo Zealous againſt the 


rofanation of that Temple which was To ſoon to be Deſtroy'd? 
No, becauſe it was vor Then Deſtroy'd: for is not every Place, 


that is ſet apart for Divine Worſhip, to be kept Sacred and Fit 
for that Uſe, while it is Subſiſting? In ſuch a Caſe we are to 
confider what things are Now, not what they are Hereafter to 
de: for what would have been a Protanation of the Temple, if 
it had been always to laſt, was equally a Profanation of it, tho? 
| was to be ton gegen: the Ain 

Events, and is not in the leaſt Alter'd by the Fate of the Place 
where it is done. Tis Ridiculaus to talk, or think other wife, 


#2 +7 


If any man had Profan'd the Pariſh Church of St. Batzolpb 


Biſhopſgate about four years ago, and had been Preſented for it 
by the Ghurch-wardens of that Pariſh, would it have been 
thought a Reaſonable Queſtion to agk, Why thoſe Church- 
wardens were ſo Zealous againſt the Profanation of that Church, 
Which they were then getting an A& of Parliament to empower 
them to pull down anck Deſtroy? While 2 Place ſtands appropri- 
ated to Divine Worſhip, it ought not to be Profan'd; This is 
the Anſwer which every Lawyer and every man of Com- 
mon Senſe would give on this occaſion. And therefore zhe 
Court of the Gentiles which was 4 Houſe of Prayer, ought to 
have been kept Free and Undiſturb'd for that purpoſe, . as 


Tong as it continued to be a Hoxſe of Prayer, that is, till it was 


eſtroy'd. 


have nat here forgot that Mr. A. puſhes this matter farther, 


and ſays that Feſwus himſelf came to Deſtroy the Temple, and that 
he permitted, nay commanded it to be filthily Polluted not long 
after. p. 23. and this he mentions to make the Taconſiſtence ( a 
ET. | | | | | | 
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he thinks it) the Jos : But He, I am ſure, was never more 
Inconſiſtent with Himſelf than in This particular. For where 
does he read any thing Like this? which of 'the Evangeliſts told 
him that Jeſus either came to Deſtroy it, or commanded it to be 
polluted? Jeſus tells the eus indeed in Mark xiii. 14. that they 
would ſee ꝛbe Abomination of Deſolation, but then he adds, that 
they would ſee it ſtanding where it ought not, i. e. in the Holy 
place. Now this is only a Declaration of what would happen, 
and it is obſerveable that this Declaration is ſo far from being 
in Favour of Polluting the Temple, that it is directly Againſt it. 
Beſides, if he had commanded it to be done, when the Temple 


was deſtroy'd, i. e. almoſt forty years after his Death, then, 


when he commanded it, he muſt have been Alive again and 
Riſen from the Dead. Did This Author confider this when he 
oppos'd Feſus's Reſurrection? What? Not Revive, and yet 
AR? I ſee that for the ſake of an ObjeQion to One Miracle, 
he can for a while allow the Truth of another, and does (as 
Conjurers are thought to do) raiſe a Spirit only to work foine 
Miſchief by his Help, and then lay him Quiet again.”  * 
I have now anſwer'd all his Objections, and I hope to the Rea- 
der's Satisfaction. As for his Quotations from the Fathers, I have 


no Mind to lengthen this Diſcourſe with any Enquiry into them: 


for tho? it is Frue that They affected to give a Spiritual and My- 
ſtical Senſe to This and almoſt all our Saviour's Actions, yet it is 
as True that not one of them ever 'Deny'd'or Doubted of the 
Literal Story, except when He makes them ſpeak ; nay the v 

gs Myr he has brought to prove them Unbelievers of the 

Let 

Myſtical one, you mult neceſſarily allow it to be a Literal one 
tbo; it may as well be ſaid that there are 1 without 2 
Subſtance, as that there can be a Figure without the Letter, ex- 
cept in Parables. I ſhall therefore paſs by alt his Scraps of the. 
F.tthers, for every Single one of which an Hundred might be 
found in the ſame Author, that expreſly contradict what he is 
hbouring to prove. He knows it very well, and therefore has 
all along made uſe of the Unfair and Diſhoneſt Arts of: Miſre- 
preſenting, and Curtailing the 3 of the Fathers; ſometimes 
leaving out in a Sentence what ſpeaks againſt him, and Tome- 
times bringing Sentences together which'have no Relation to one 


another. Some Inſtances I Have given already, and ſhall here 


preſent the Reader with One more. At the bottom of p. 26. 
ne quotes St. Jerome thus, "Fuxta fimplicem Tatelligentiam 
u penitus abſurdum, &c. and explains them above by 
making That F: ather ſay, here are abſurdities in the Letter. But 


let St. Jerome's words be fairly produced, and they will ruu 


thus, 
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ſhews the Direct contrary; for to make 1 Action a 
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The MIRNACLES of _ 


thus, (a) According to the Literal Senſe the Doves were not in 
zhe Seats (Chairs) bur in Coops; wnleſs perhaps the Sellers of the 
Doves ſat in Chairs, which 15 wholly abſurd to ſay, for Chairs are 
Marks of Honour to diſtinguiſh Maſters and Teachers. This Fa- 
ther, as many Others did, quibbled (poorly enough) upon the 
word Cathedræ, by which is meant in the Goſpels the Sears of 
them that ſold Doves, but which He applyed to the Chairs, that 
the Teachers of the Chriſtian Church then us'd, as We do our 
Pulpits: and the Abſardity which St. Jerome finds, is in the ſup- 
poſing that the Sellers of Doves ſat in ſuch Cathedræ, as the 
Teachers of his days made uſe of. He does not ſay a word of 
any Abſurdity in the Letter, or Literal Account of FJeſus's 
Action; tho' by dropping the Greateſt and moſt Material part of 
the Sentence Mr. . has contriv'd to make the words whrich ir 
wholly abſurd to ſeem underſtood of the Literal Senſe. If ſuch 
Authors as This did not ſeek for Truth, if they fought only to 
eſtabliſh Falſehood, yet methinks they ſhould avoid a Fraud ſo 
eaſily detected, and ſhould be Honeſter than This comes to, out 
of very Knavery. | | 
But before he leaves this Head, he attempts to play the Cri- 
tick on the Senſe of the words in which the Evangeliſts relate 
this Action of Feſws : and here he ſeems to improve in his happy 
Art of making the Authors he quotes bear Falſe witneſs, for tho 
he Miſtakes as uſual, he Fallifys rather more. | | 
Inſtead of hem that ſold and bought (ſays he, p. 30.) it ſhould 
be rendred them that ſold aud preached ; for the word ayopdC ev 
does more properly ſignify to preach than to buy. It is ſo far from 
ſignifying this more properly, that it does not either in the New 
Teſtament, or (I believe) in any other Author, ſignify ſo at all. 
The word is uſed above thirty times in the New Teſtament, 
and let him ſhew where it can once be underſtood of preaching : 
When it is ſaid Lutte xvii. 28. of that wicked Generation, who 
would not hearken to Noah the Preacher of Righteouſneſs, and 
upon whom therefore the Flood came, They did eat, they drank, 
they ſuld, they nwyvezCov: are we to ſuppoſe that they were 
preachiag? or when the Wiſe Virgins (aid to the Fooliſp ones, 
Matth. xxv. 9. Go ye to them that ſell, and ayorgoare taurals, 
can we think their Advice to have been, that they ſhould preach 
zo themſelves? Is this Criticiſm ? 


4 


(a) Juxta ſimplicem Intelligentiam Columbæ non erant in Cathedris, 
fed in Caveis; niſi forte Columbarum inſtitores ſedebant in Cathedris, 
uod penitus abſurdum eſt, quia in Cathedris Magiſtrorum magis Dig+ 
uitas indicatur. Hieron. in Matt, xxi. 


But 


Jz sus Vindicated. 31 


But then he has found a new Senſe for Ko , or Money- 
Changers; the Greek word (ſays: he, p. 31.) imports thoſe who 
have a Knack to barter away a little Baſe and Braſs Money with 
the Effigies of an Ox or Bull on it, in exchange for good Coin. 
And tor this Senſe of the word he quotes Suicerus's Theſanrns 
in voce Koe Tis fo common a Book, that Mr. JJ. 
might have expected to be found out in any Falſe Quotation 
from thence: Suicerus quotes Theophylact to ſhew that the 
Collybut was a ſmall piece of Braſs Money, of little value, with 
the Effigies of an Ox, Bac, on it; (not of a Ball; that's an In- 
ſertion of Mr. . for the ſake of a Jeſt); and he gives us this 
for his Own Opinion, that (a) zhe KoaauCroa or Money-Changers 
were ſuch as ſold, or gave, by way of Exchange, ſmall pieces of 
Braſs for other Money, I ſuppoſe, for Gold and Silver Pieces. 
But is this the ſame-with giving Baſe (or Bad) Money for Good? 
Are not T welve Pence in Copper as Good Money as a Shilling 
in Silver? Does the Baſeneſs of the Metal, or Smallneſs of 
the Piece alter the Matter, when it is made up. in Quantity? 1 
am ſure that This Author is a thorough Co/lyb;/# in his own 
Senſe of the word, and puts off very Baſe Quotations for Good 
ones. 420 5 E 

Once more, and I have done with Mr. V. on this Head: To 
make all this the more applicable to the Hireling Clergy of This 
Age, for whoſe ſake he has brought in his Preaching and his 
Bulls, he ſays, p. 31. If TeaniGas which is tranſlated Tables 
does 1 ſignify Pulpits who can help it? For this he refers 
us to Scapula s Quotation from Ariſtophanes? Scapala's words 
are theſe, (6) Ariſtophanes «ſes this word to ſignify a. Pulpitum, 
or place rais'd higher than ordinary, on which the Slaves that were 
to be fold were expos'd to view. Mr. V. you ſee ſtop'd half 
way in the Quotation, that he might deceive the Reader into an 
Opinion that Pulpitum ſignifies there a- Pulpit; but when the 
whole Sentence is produced, it appears to ſignify ſomething as dif- 
ferent from it, as Diſhoneſty is from Good Policy. 195 


II. The Second Miracle of Jeſus, to which Mr. V. has 
made Objections, is that of his permitting the Devils to enter 
into the Herd of Swine, which thereupon ran down a Precipice, 
and were all choak'd in the Sea, p. J2. 


— 
—— 


(a) Rectè Koaaulicd: definiuntur o 74 Acnld vouirpara r 
Tos, qui vendunt Minuta 4ra pro alia pecunia, ſcilicet accepto Collybe. 
(b) Apud Ariſtophanem fic vocatur Pulpitum aut locus editior, in 
quo Verne & Mancipia omnium oculis venum exponebaniur. Scapula 


in voce Teil a. 
And 
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And here I muſt remitid the Reader, that in Facts done ſo 
Long fince, and reported in fa Brief a manner, it mult often 
happen, that there can't poſſibly be any certain account given 


of Some Particulars; and I hen, where a Probable one is offer d, 


conſiſtent with the Circumſtances of the Story and with what 
other Hiſtorians relate, This is all that can be expected in the 
matter. In this Miracle before us, I promiſe that no Anſwer 
ſhall be given, which does not ſeem much more Reaſonable than 
any Objection on the other ſide, even ſuppoſing it not to have 
been prov'd already that Feſus roſe from the Dead; tho? I hope it 
will be remembred here, that if (as I ſhew'd Part I.) Jeſus did 
really Riſe again, it follows that he came from God, and that 
the Miracles which he is ſaid to have wrought in his Life- time 
were Real ones; and This here being reckon'd by the Evangeliſts 
as Otie of the Number, with all Fair and Reaſonable Men, 
their Inclination to Believe Every part of the Literal account of 
it, ſhould at leaſt be Stronger than to Disbelieve An x. 
The Objections which Mr. I, has rais d againſt the Literal 
Story of This Miracle are theſe Four. 
How came thoſe Madmen to have their Dwelling in the 
Tombs of a Burying-Ground? p. z 2 / 
Where was the Humanity of the Gadarexes that did not take: 
N of them, in Pity to Them as well as for the Safety of 
0 'ers* P-. 2. ned; * 2 5 15 f Sh > 446% 
How a8 there to be any Herd of Swine in that Country, 
when the Fews were forbidden to eat Swines Fleſh? p. 33. Or, 
If the Swine belong'd to Gentile Gadarenes, with whom it. 


was Lawful to keep and eat them, where was the Goodneſs. and. 


Juſtice of Jeſus's permitting the Devils to enter into a Herd of 

em £0 their Deſtruction? p. 34. J 

Theſe are his four Objections againſt this Miracle, and I ſhalt 
e them in their Order. 


* 


1. G Hou came thoſe Madmen 70 have their Dwelling in the 


s ® 
5 ” 


Tombs of a Burying-Grouul? The true Language of which 
25 is this, Can 2 give a Reaſon for the Actions of 
Hadmen? They were Madmen, and Therefore they ſtroll'd thi- 


18 


er. But this Objection looks a little like a Reaſonable One, 


becauſe Mr. . has added the words of a Burying: Ground; hy 
which, if his Reader underſtands ſomething reſembling our 


Church-yards in Cities and Towns, and adjoyning to the 
Church, he is Deceived; for as it is ſaid that thoſe Maamen 


were among the Tombs, 10 it is ſaid that they were in the Moun- 


rains, and in the Wilderneſ; or deſart places. To underſtand 
which you muſt Obſerve, that the Fewiſh Tombs were uſually. 
little Cells cut in the Sides of Caverns and the Hollow Ro = 

1 | OCK9 
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Rocks and Mountains, at ſome diſtance from the Towns, and 
in lonely deſart places. The Sepulebre that Jeſur himſelf was 
laid in, was hewn out of a Rock, in Mount Catoary;. ind many 
ſach Tombs remain even to this Day, as Mauudrel and other 
Travellers thro' Judæa have aſſur d us. And theſe Caves often 
ſerv'd for a Retreat and Shelter, for in ſach as theſe the Kings 
of Canaan hid themſelves from Foſpra; David from Saul, and 
Joſephus the Feuiſp Hiſtorian from the Romans that purſued 
him: Nay he makes very frequent mention in his Hiſtory,” of 
whole Bands of Thieves and Robbers lurking for Months toge- 
ther in ſuch hollow Rocks, and making Excurſions from 
thence: and he tells us particularly that there were (4) Deus or 
Caves of this ſort on that part of the Coaſt of the Lake Geune - 
ſareth, which was in the lower Galilee, and therefore lay con- 
tiguous to Gadarm. 5 
| And theſe Mountains as they afforded Shelter, ſo they might 
) have ſupply'd the Madmer with Food; for in thoſe Warm and 
3 Fruitful Climates They were not ſo Barren as we ſee them in 
al Onrs: John the Baptiſt (we read) liv'd in the Wilderneſs o 
9 Locuſts and Wild Honey ; and Foſephns' in his own Life tells us, 
de that, when young, he went out into the Wilderneſs to be in- 
ſtructed by one Hanus, (b) who lived there upon what grew wil 
ke. and without Culture. 1 F | 

of So that I have found Victuals and Habitation for the Madmien;: 
1 and when it is prov'd that Others did, and They might have 
. dwelt in the Mountains, and among the Tombs, I hope the Aſ- 
Je, ſertion of three Evangeliſts that Poſes found them there, wilt 
it. overbear a meer Queſtion unſupported with any attempt towards 
nd. a Proof of the Contrar. | Ze OT 
of 2. $. Mr. Wi's next Objection is, Where was the Humanity 
* of the Gadarenes that did not take Care of them, in pity to Them 
al! as well as for the Safety of Others? Can any thing be more Per- 
BOY verſe than this Queſtion is? when St. Mark expreſly tells us, 
chap. v. 4. that Care had been taken of them, that they had been 
bound in Fetters and Chains, and that this had been ten done to 
them, but that they had pluck'd them aſunder and broken them to 
pieces. The Fetters and Chains (whatever they were) were not 
ſtrong enough for Men in their Outrageous Condition; and 
therefore they gat looſe from their Keepers, and retreated: to the 
Tombs and Mountains; where, when purſu'd, they probably hid 
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themſelves, and eluded all the Diligence and Humanity of the 
People who try'd to catch and bind them again. 

But if This does not prove a Want of Humanity in the Ga- 
darenes, he has another Proof, which he is ſure is a Good one, 
wiz. that they did ot diſpatch them rather than their Neighbours 
and Paſſengers ſhould be in danger from them, p. 33. They are 
equally Inhumane in his Opinion (I find) for not taking Care to 


Preſerve them, and for not taking Care to Deſtroy them: But 


I ſhould have thought this an Argument for their Having Huma- 
nity, not for their Wanting it: for while the Maamen were 
alive, there were Hopes of laying hold on them once more, 


and perhaps of recovering them to their Senſes. If Mr. V. had 


met with this — in ſome People's Writings, he would 
have rais'd a heavy Outcry againſt the Barbarity of the Doctrine 
of knocking a Madman on the head, only for fear he ſhould do 


Miſchief: and I would adviſe him, not to encourage this piece 


of Caſuiſtry among Us. But after all, if the Gadarenes could 
not catch theſe Maamen to Bind them, how does he know that 
they could come up near enough to diſpatch them ? They might 
(in his notion of Humanity) have a very Good Will to it, and 
yet not be able to do the Good Deed; for Joſephus will tell him 
what Difficulty Herod, with an Army, found to deſtroy a Sett 


of Robbers, that had lodged themſelves in ſuch Caves of the 


Mountains. | | 
And, to ſay no more on this Head, if the Gadarenes wanted 


This or any ether Inſtance of Humanity, what is that to the 


Story? let Them look to their Behaviour: the Truth of this 
Fact is not affected by it; unleſs it can be prov'd Impoſſible that 
in any Country a Madman ſhould be found Unconfin'd, that i 
often attempting to do Miſchief. | 
3. F. I proceed then to the third Objection, How came there 
zo be any Herd of Swine in that Country, when the Fews were 
forbidden to eat Swine's Fleſh? Suppoſe we could not give any 
Account of this matter, yet is a Story, (ſo well atteſted, as I 
have ſhewn all Jeſus's Miracles to be), to be Disbeliev'd, when 
there is no Proof againſt it? I call it 20 Proof, becauſe to ſay a 


thing was forbidden and therefore it was not done, is to ſuppoſe 


that Laws are never broken, the contrary of which is ſeen every 

day, and was never more ſo than in Mr. Vs ewn Diſcourſe. 
But il give him a very Fair and Probable account of this Cir- 

cumſtance. Gadara was a City on. the other ſide of Fordan, 


near the Lake of Genneſareth; it was one of thoſe Cities called 


Decapolis, and was ſituate in that Allotment which was made 


to the Tribe of Maraſſeb: Pompey indeed joyn'd it to the 
Province of Syria, Auguſtus afterwards gave it to Herod, and 


upon 
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by Syrians who were Heathens; Joſephus (a) ſpeaks frequently 
of both, as very, Numerous there. But tho' its Inhabitants 


were thus of a_mix'd ſort, it was always reckon'd by the Fews 
as Part of their Dominions, and as ſuch it felt the fury of Ve- 


ſpaſian in the beginning of the Jewiſß War (). 


This being the State of the Town, and it being well known 


that the Heathens uſed Sw:ize not only for Food but for Sacri- 


fices too, why mayn't we ſuppoſe that the Fews of that Coun- 
try might feed Swine, for the Profit they made by ſelling them 
to their Heathen Neighbours? No, (ſays Mr. V. from Spencer 
de Leg. Hebr.) zhe Jews were forbidden, under the Pain of an 


Anathema, the keeping of any Swine in their Country, p. 33. It 


is true, that there was ſuch a (c Law made in the time of Hyr- 
canus; but why was it made? becauſe the Jeu did. uſe to _ 
Swine. Andis it 8 to ſay, that; becauſe a Law is made 
againſt any thing, 
not, I grant, but it does not follow that it was not. Have We 
not Laws, many and ſtrong, againſt. funning of Btandy, Tea, 
Sc. and would you argue Com thence that no Brandy or Tea 
is run upon our Coaſts? if we could make this out clearly, we 
right ſave the Government the Expence of many Cuſtomhouſe 
cers. | | | 
If the Fews did once practiſe this feeding of Swine (as the 


Law made againſt it ſufficiently ſhews), I. don't ſee but it may 


be reaſonably ſuppos'd that they might Continue to do ſo even 
After the Law, was made: It is well known that there is too 
much of forbidden Trade among Us, tho? we have more Laws 
than One againſt it, and many methods to put them in Execu- 
tion: and it is much more likely that this feeding of Swine 
might be praQtis'd about Gadara, becauſe it was not only upon 
the Extremity. of the Jewiſß Dominions, but was then under 


d). Heatheniſh Juriſdiction, ſo that the Foree of the Law reſted 


upon the Conſciences only of the Few:/a Gadarenes. | 
LI have ſuppos'd with Mr. V. that the Sw:ze belonged to Few- 
5 Owners, which I have as much right to do as any one can 
have to ſuppoſe the contrary: and it ſeems Probable that even 
thoſe: Madmen were Jews; for we don't find Jeſus in all his 
Travels converſing with and healing any but thoſe to whom he 
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(c) Caſaubon adyerſ. Baron. Exercit. 13. Art. 3 1. n. 693 
(4) Joſeph, de Bell, Jud 1. 1. c, 20. me Hudſon, 3 


8 


ec 
upon his Death annexed it again to Syria, as Foſephus informs 
us: by this means it was inhabited partly by Fews, and partly 


herefore it was, not practis'd after? It ozghe 


(a) De Bell. Jud, I. 4. c. 7. Ed. Hudſ. & l. 3. c. 7. & I. 2. c. 18, 
(5) Joſeph, Antiq. I. 14. c. 5. & de Bello Jud. I. 1. c. 8. & 1, 4. C. 7. 
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was ſent, the loſt Sheep of the Houſe of Iſrael, unleſs in one caſe 
particularly taken notice of by the Evangeliſts. Upon this ſup- 
poſition, I have ſhewn it probable, that the Gadarene Jews 


might keep Swine for the Uſe of their Gentile N eighbours, tho? 


— was forbidden by Law, and even ander the Pain of an Ana- 
Na. 5 
4. $. I come to Mr. Vs laſt Objection, where was the Good. 


2 and Fuſtice of Jeſus*s permitting the Devils to enter into the 


erd of Swine to their Deſtruction? 

There was no want of Gooaneſs or 32 in Jeſus, even if 
they had belonged to Gentiles, who might eat them; for the part, 
which Jeſus had in their Deſtruction, does not appear to be ſuch 
as made him either Principal or Acceſſary: it is ſaid indeed by 
St. Mark that he gave them leave, but by St. Lake only that he 
ſuffer' d the Devils to enter into them. By which may be meant 
no more, than that He did not Prevent them, that he did not 
Interpoſe his Divine Power, by which he might have hindred 
them from entring : for this Explanation may be juſtify'd !by 
other Paſſages of the Old and New Teſtament, as (a) Grotins 
has fully ſhewn. And if this made Jeſus a Sharer in their De- 
ſtruction, it may as well be ſaid, that God is anſwerable for all 
the Evil done in the World, nay he will come in for a ſhare in 
This very DeſtruQion of the Swine, for He too permitted it ; 
and therefore by this Argument I don't ſee but His Goodneſs and 
Juſtice will be impeached upon this occaſion. 

But if the Fews of Gadara were the Owners of theſe Swine, 
as I have ſappos'd, then there was no Injuſtice in Jeſus, even 
allowing that he was Acceſlary to the DeftruQion of them, 
and gave the Devils ſuch a Leave, as aſſiſted them to do what 
they did: For then the Owners of them kept them againſt the 
Law made in Hyrcanas's time to prevent it: We find in Foſe- 
phus an Edict of the Emperor Auguſtus requiring the Roman 
Governours, in every Country where the Fews refided, to ſuf- 
fer them (6) to live according to ſuch of their own Country Laws, 


as were in force in Hyrcanus's time: from This one may ga- 
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(a) Vide loca Gen, 20. 6. & 31. 7, Exod, 3. 19. & 12. 23. Pſalm, 
16. 10. Act. 2. 27. Ejicere Diabolum ex homine, Chriſti fuit Actio; 
in Porcos ut arent, nulla aitione Chriſti erat opus: hoc enim optabant 
ipſi Diaboli, ex viribus nativis id ipſum efficere poterant, dum ne vi 
majore impedirentur : Non ergo Chriftus in hac re vim agentem exſe- 
ruit, ſed vim impedire valentem ſuſtinuit. Grotius in Matt. 8. 33. 

(% Tas Ia Yen Tos id Seo ors x7! N fee a- 
Tov 1019, Kanws grarls ON TA dpxirpies ed ulis. 
Antiq. Jud. I. 16. c. 6. | 

ther, 
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ther, that al! Laws made in Hyrcanuur's Time were: look'd on 
by the Fews as binding them; otherwiſe. when they follitired 
that Emperor for this Edict in their favour ey wou'd ſearcel/ 
have fix d on this Time for their Standard: fo that by their on 
acknowledg'd Conſtitution the keeping of Swine was a Crime; 
and therefote the Few! Keepers of them were juſtly Punifhs 
able for it. And it is well known that Prophets or Perfons 


acting by the Spirit of God did frequently among the Jeu put 


the Laws in Execution againft Offenders, without calling in 
the Afﬀiſtance of the Magiſtrate: nay, it was a receiv'd Maxim 
among the Fews, that ſuch Perfons had a — 2 to act᷑ thus, and to 
do much more than This, even to diſpenſe with fome of Mo- 
Jes's Laws, as might be caſily ſhewn : What Phineas did to 
Zimri, and what Elijah did to the Prieſts of Baal, were look'd 
upon by the Jews as Precedents in this Cafe; and therefore We 


Chriſtians, who acknowledge Feſxs to have been more than a 
Prophet, can never be at a loſs to account for his exercifing an 
Authority among the Fews, which they allow'd every Ordinary 


Prophet to have: and this Anſwer, as it wilt ſatisfy in the pre- 


ſent Caſe, fo it accounts for our Saviour's taking upon bim to 


Utive the Buyers and Sellers out of the Temples 

I have now given an Anſwer to Mr. J's ſeveral Objections 
againſt this Miracle: and I hope that it appears to the Reader 
how Frivolous and Trifting they are. If we had had no Lights 


from Hiſtory to help us out, yet a Chtiftian might eaſily main- 


tain his — againſt meer Queſtions, which ate not ſupported 
by any Proofs, and which might be effectually anſwer'd upon 
ſeveral Probable ſuppoſitions. But the Authors which 1 have 
quoted ſpeak home to the purpoſe, and both Feſephur and the 
other Fewiſ Writers, whom I have made the moft uſe of, can 
never be ſuſpected of any Partiality in favour of the Cauſe I 
am maintaining; ſo that their Teſtimony, where it helps us, 
comes with the more Weight, and ſhould put all Cavils under 
a perpetual filence. | | 1 5 1 
Here, as in the former caſe, Mr. V. would have us believe, 
that the Fathers look'd upon this Miracle as only a Paraboli- 
cal Narrative: and he tells us, that pon the Encouragement of 
Origen and others we ought to expoſe the Abſurdities of the Let- 
ter. Till He can better ſhew the Abſurdities of it, than he has 


done, all the Encouragement, which Origen and the other Fa- 


thers give him, is to no purpoſe. 


But where does Origen Encourage him to this? Why, he fays, = 
p. 35. that Origens Commentaries on this part of St. Matthew's _ i 
and St. Luke's Goſpel are loſt, otherwiſe anqneſtionably he world  ' 


bave told us that he did not believe 52 thing of the Letter of ** 
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It would be ſtrange indeed if Mr. V. ſhould know what Ori- 
gen's Opinion was in his Writings that are loſt, when he always 
miſtakes it in his Writings that are Extant: But I can more au- 
gueſtionably aſſure him, that, if thoſe Commentaries had been 
preſerved, Origen would have declar'd his belief of the Literal 
account of this Story, becauſe he has done it in ſome of his. 
Commentaries which are remaining ; for in thoſe pen St. John's 
Goſpel, incidentally mentioning he Country of the Gergeſenes, 
where St. Matthew lays the Scene of this Miracle (and which 
is thought to include Gadara in it) he ſays that (a) Gergeſa was 
an ancient City, near what is now called the Lake Tiberias, 
in the Neighbourhood of which there is a Precipice adjoyning to 
the Lake, which is ſhew'd as the Steep place from whence the 
Swine were thrown down 75 the Devils that enter d them. Does 
not Origen here expreſly declare his Belief of the Letter of the 
Story, when he points out the very place, where he ſuppoſes it 
to have happen'd? = | 
Let this then ſuffice for a Specimen of Mr. F.'s Acquain-. 
tance with the Fathers, or of his Sincerity in reporting tieir Opi- 
nions: I ſhall examine no more of his Quotations on this head, 
and indeed I might well diſmiſs the Subject, having given (I 
think) a ſufficient Reply to all the Exceptions he has made to 
this Miracle. | 
But it may not be amiſs (before I conclude) to add ſome far- 
ther Remarks upon this Story, becauſe there are Some (whoſe 
Opinion is of more Weight than Mr. V. s) who ſeem to think 
the Circumſtance of Men's being poſſeſſed by Devils or Unclean 
Spirits in our Saviour's days to be a great Difficulty, and there- 
fore they ſuſpe& that nothing more than Madneſs is meant by 
ſuch a Poſſeſſion; and for this Notion of theirs 1 what 
the Jeu ſaid of Jeſus, John x. 20. He hath a Devil, and it 
Mad, ſuppoſing that « Madman was in the Fewiſp way of 
ſpeaking called one poſſeſs'd with a Devil or Unclean Spirit. But 
the Truth is, that the Fews reckon'd this One ſort of Madneſs, 
and the Worſt fort; but they diſtinguiſh'd between This and 
what we properly call Madneſs ariſing from ſome Diſtemper 
of the Body: So that tho' they called all Perſons poſſeſs'd with 
the Devil by the name of Madmen, yet they did not give to all 
Madmen the name of Perſons thus poſſeſs d: And they diſtin- 
guiſh'd very rightly in the Caſe; for in the Inſtance of this Mi- 
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racle before us, we find that the Devils Spake out of the poſ- 
ſeſs'd Perſons, they were Sent out of them, and they Enter'd 
into the Herd of 'Swine: Perſonal Actions as well as Speeches 
are aſcrib'd to them, which can never be aſcrib'd to meer 
Phrenſy and Madneſs ; for had there been nothing more than 
Madneſs, then when it ceas'd in the Men, it would have had 
no Influence on the Swize ; whereas that which went out of 
the One and enter'd into the Other, muſt have had a Diſtinct 
Being and Exiſtence of its Own. This therefore is the true 
Goſpel Notion of Demontiacks, they were not Madmen only, 
but they were poſſeſs'd by Unclean Spirits; and if Feſus be 
prov'd to have come from God, he could not have been unac- 
quainted with the immaterial World, and therefore no one can 
reaſonably refuſe to believe the Account, which he has given 
us, of the Operations of Evil Spirits upon Human Bodies. Had 
no Authors, but the Sacred ones, made mention of the Demo- 
z1acks of thoſe days, yet the Scripture Teſtimony would have 
been ſufficient : But there are unqueſtionable Authors which 
agree in this Story, and ſpeak of Poſſeſs'd Perſons as no un- 
common Sight in their Days: Foſephus (a) ſays that Solomon 
had from God the Art of caſting Devils out of Men and healing 
them; and that he compord Sa for aſſwaging the Diſeaſe, 
and left behind him Forms of Adjuration, by which the Devilt 
were ſo effectually caſt out as never to return again; and he adds, 
that this way of healing was pradtis'd among his Countrymen even 
down to his own days. hether the Fews had ſo effectual a 
inethod of diſpoſſeſſing Men as Joſephus thought, yet thus much 
appears plainly from his Teſtimony, that there were Perſons 
poſleſs'd with Devils in his days, and long before; nay he tells 
us in the ſame place that he ſaw one 4diſpoſſeſs'd in the preſence 
of the Emperor Veſpaſian and his Family: and to prevent our 
miſtaking this Calamity for Madneſs, or any other Common 
and Natural Diſtemper, he explains what he means by being 
Poſſeſs d with Devils, when he () ſays that what were call'd De- 
vils or Demons, were the Spirits of Wicked Men, which enter d 
_ 2 — — — 
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into living Perſons, and occaſion'd the Death of ſuch of them gy 
met with no Help. Plutarch and Lucian mention Demontacks 
as well known in their days, and Philoſtratus in his Life of 
Apotlonins among the Miraculous Cures which he aſeribes to 
him, has a particular account of a Young Man who had an 
Unclean Spirit, (a) which made him wander from home, and led 
bim into the Deſolate parts of the Country, amidſt deep Vallies 
and Precipices. Where the Reader may obſerve that the fame 
Circumſtances are ſaid to have attended this Young Man, as 
the Maamen in the Goſpels: And whatever was the Truth of 
the Fact reported by Philoſtratus, yet it ſhews both his Opinio 
that there were Demorntacks at that time, and that the Effects 
fuch Poſſeſſion were commonly the ſame as the Evangeliſts re- 
preſent them. I don't pretend to be able to aflign the Reaſon 
why God permitted ſuch Inſtances to be ſo Frequent in thoſe 
Ages; but our Ignorance of the Reaſon is no Argument againft 
the Fac, which we ſee is confirm'd, not by Chriſtian Writers 
only, but by the unſuſpected Teſtimonies of Jewiſh and Hea- 
theniſh Authors : Except we knew all the Ends and Defigns of 
Providence, we can never ſet up for Judges whether the Means 
it makes uſe of are Wiſe or not: how often do we find our 
ſelves miſtaking the Wiſdom of even our Neighbour's Actions, 
for want of knowing what he has in view, and what the Cir- 
cumftances of his Affairs confider'd all together require? And 
fhall We obje& againſt 1 which we read in the Sacred 
Writings, as Abſurd and Unreaſonable, when we Certainly 
are {eſs able to fathom the Vaſt and Comprehenſive Defigns of 
Providence, than we are to pry into our Neighbour's Little, 
Narrow ones? A thouſand things may be True, which we can 
give no Account of, becauſe we are but Men ; if therefore 
any one ſhould ask me, why the Devils, which Jeſus fent out 
of theſe Madmen, deſir d leave to enter into Cattle to their De- 
ſtruction, I ſhould perhaps anſwer, that Feſws, who beſt knew 
the Nature of ſuch Evil Spirits, has all along repreſented them 
to us as delighting in Miſchief ; and therefore it ſeems natural 
that Beings of ſuch 2 Diſpoſition not expecting that 
Feſas would permit them to enter into Human Bodies for the 
very fame reaſon that he was then forcing them out, ſhould 
deſire to miſchieve Man as much as they could in what is al- 
ways very dear to him, I mean his Property: And if it ſhould 


be asked again, why they deſir'd to enter into a Herd of Swine 


rather than into any other Herd, I might anſwer that poflibly 
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no other Herd was there, or they might reaſonably have thought 
that Jeſus was not ſo likely to interpoſe in This Caſe as in any 
other, becauſe the Owners of the Sine were juſtly Puniſhable 
with their Deſtruction. Theſe Anſwers I might perhaps give to 
ſuch Enquirers; but I ſhould think that theſe Anſwers. (like 
their 9 were more Curious than Neceſſary, and ſhould 
not think my ſelf bound to prove more than that they are Pro- 
bable: for to all Reaſonable Men it is ſufficient to ſhew (as I 
have done already) that Feſws having wrought the greateſt of Mi- 
racles in raiſing himſelf from the Dead, there can be no founda- 
tion for doubting of the Truth of this Miracle wrought on the 
Madmen, even tho* there were lefs of Light to be drawn from 
1 and Hiſtory for clearing up the ſeveral Circumſtances 
of it. | 

To conclude ; having examin'd carefully all the Odjections 
which Mr. V. has rais'd againſt theſe two Actions of our 
Saviour, I may venture to ſay that the Reader muſt by this 
time be. ſatisfy'd of the Weakneſs and Unfairneſs of that Au- 
thor's attempts. Perhaps I may ſhew more of them in another 
Diſcourſe of this nature: In the mean while I hope that it will 
ever be remembred againſt ſach Unbelievers, that Things may 
ſeem Difficult to them, only becauſe they are Ignorant; and 
that there is a Wide Difference between a Paſlage's not being 
to be Underſtood, and Their not Underſtanding it. 


The End of the Second Part. 


PART te THIRD. 


A Defence of the Literal Story of JESUS's cauſing 
the BARREN FIG-TREE 7o Wither away. 


| AND 
Eis Turning the War ZR hs WINE. 


the Lord Bacon, that @ little Philoſophy inclines 
518 Men's Minds to Atheiſm, but that Depth in Phi- 
lioſophy brings them about to Religion again: and it 
; = may as juſtly be ſaid that a ſlender Acquaintance 
with the Scripture furniſhes Men with Doubts and 
ObjeQions, which a thorough Knowledge of it would ſoon eaſe 
them from. A greater Inſtance of this can ſcarcely be given 
than in the fix Diſcaurſes not long ſince publiſhed apo our Sa- 
_ wionr's Miracles, in which every Intelligent Reader muſt be at 
a loſs whether he ſhould moſt admire the Boldneſs or the Ig- 
norance of the Author; for thro' the Whole there appears ſuch 
an Unacquaintedneſs with the Few: Hiſtory, Cuſtoms and 
Forms of ſpeaking, as ſhews that there are Aris which Mr. V. 
is not enough Maſter of ; and ſuch a want of Sincerity in his 


Quotations and Applications of them, as ſhews that there is an 


2 
. 


Art which he is too much Maſter of. 


In oppoſition to what he has ſo boldly advanced in thoſe D:ſ- 


courſes, my firſt Part began (where every Rational Apology for 
the Truth of the Chriſtian Revelation ſhould begin) with ſhew- 
ing by Direct Proof that Jeſus did truly Raiſe himſelf from the 
Dead, as he had foretold ; that the profeſs'd Witneſſes of his 
Reſurrection could not poſſibly be Deceiv'd in this Matter, the 
Evidence which they had for it being ſuch as excluded all Mi- 
ſtake, upon any Suppoſition whatever; and that there is as ſtrong 
Proof of their not intending to Deceive us by a Falſe Teſtimo- 


ny, as any Fact is capable of receiving, nay more than any other 


Fact in the world ever did receive - | 
pq | And 
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And this ſure Foundation being laid, the Conſequence, which 
was then drawn from it, ſeems Clear, and Undeniable, vis. 
that if Feſ#s wrought this One Miracle, which muſt be allowed 


ſonable, it is Perverſe, not to allow the Reality of the Other 
Miracles which the Evangeliſts aſcribe to him: And therefore 
all Objections raiſed againſt the Literal Story of them, (if they 
could be anſwered no other way) yet might receive a ſatisfacto- 
ry Anſwer by ſaying, that the Miracle being a True one, it is 
bighly Improbable that any of the Circumlitances, with which 
the Story of it is told, were otherwiſe. Things may ſeem 
ſtrange and difficult to Us at ſuch a diſtance of time, and this 
is eaſily accqunted for; but there is no account to be given, 
why the Evangeliſts ſhould, in relating a Real Miracle, add 
ſuch falſe Circumſtances to it, as would help to deſtroy its Cre- 
dit. So that the Queſtion comes to this, whether an Apoſtle 


or Mr. V. is to be Believed; an Apoſtle who was Eye-witneſs 
to the Fact, or Mr. V. who was no Eye-witneſs, and whom in 
ſeveral other Inſtances I have proved to be a Falſe Witneſs. 


With this Evidence then in hand I enter'd (in my ſecond 
Part) upon a particular Examination of the two firſt Actions 


of Jeſus, which Mr. W. had objected to, and endeavoured. to 


clear the Literal Story of them from all the Difficulties which 
he had loaded them with: and-in the courſe of this Enquiry I 
now and then ſet before him ſome Inſtances of the Diſhoneſty 
of his Quotations from the Fathers and others, that he might at 


leaſt ſee that he was diſcover'd, and never expect that his bare 


Word ſhould paſs for Current in any Argument hereafter.” _ 
My preſent Deſign is to do the ſame by two more of the 
Miracles, which he has endeavoured to expoſe ; but as I am 
not bound to follow the Order in which he has plac'd the Mi- 
racles, (a Thing of no weight either to his Cauſe or Mine,) I 
have ſingled out thoſe which he profeſſes to have treated the 


moſt Ladicrox/ly, and which I thought to want the moſt help 
towards vindicating the Literal account of them. I ſhall there- 
fore without further Preface enter upon 


HI. The Story of (a) Jeſus's curſing the fig-tree, not deſpairing 
to convince even Him that it was neither az Alſurd, Fooliſp, 
and Ridicaloas, nor'a Malicious and Ill. natar d Act, as he has 
been pleas'd in his mannerly way to call it. | | 
The Reader may not be at leiſure enough to approve of a 
Solemn Anſwer to every Trifle; and therefore I ſhall confine 


my ſelf to ſuch Objections made by Mr. V. againſt the Literal 


2 a. Get The War — 
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44 The MIRACLES i 


account of this Miracle, as are of moſt Weight, and may feem 
to deſerve ſome Conſideration ; and they are theſe Three. 
How could Jeſus expect to find Fruit upon this Fig-tree, 
when the time of Figs was not yet? p. 6. 
What Legal Right had he to the Fruit, if he had found any 
on the Tree? p. 8. and 


What Right had he to ſmite the Tree with a Curſe, when it 


was none of his Property? p. 8. 

1. $. The firſt of thefe Queſtions has indeed ſomething Ma- 
terial in it, becauſe as St. Mark, xi. 13. reports this Fact in our 
Tranſlation, there is more room for Cavil than in any other In- 
ſtance which Mr. . has fingled out to quarrel with: St. Mark's 
words are theſe, And ſeeing a Fig-tree afar off having Leaves, 
be came, if haply he might find any thing thereon; and when he 
came to it, he 2 nothing but Leaves, for the time of Figs was 
or yet. | „ 

At firſt fight any Candid Reader would imagine that the Paſ- 
fage was ſome how miſunderſtood, and that the Evangeliſt who 
Writes ſo good ſenſe in the other parts of his Goſpel, would not 
have writ downright Nonſenſe in This. : 
And | Pug any ſhall endeavour to clear up this Matter ; for 
the doing of which I ſhall ſhew two things, viz. that at the 


time when Jeſus went up to the Fig-tree, it was a Seaſon to 


expect to find ripe Figs in Judæa; and ſecondly, that the words 


of St. Mark may be underſtood ſo as to be conſiſtent With this 


Circumſtance. | 
Whoever reads the Goſpels carefully may be convinc'd that 
the Day, on which Jeſus wrought this Miracle on the F eee, 
was about the eleventh of the firft Few:/o Month called N:fas, 
or Tueſday before the Paſſover: Mr. . indeed ſays, that (a) 
there are no grounds from the Text to think ſo; but there are 
grounds from that Text compar'd with others, and the Proof 
Of it is ſo plain that none, but ſuch a ſort of Free-thinker as 
He, could miſs it. Now it is well known that the Fews kept 
the Paſſover on the fourteenth day of their Firſt Month, Niſan; 
which (being a Lunar Month, as all their Months were, and 
therefore beginning with the firſt appearance of the New Moon) 
an ſometimes Earlier, and ſometimes Later in the Year; if 
the Year be conſider'd purely as Solar, as it is among Us: And 
to this ſhifting of Niſan in the Solar Year We have endeavour'd 


to adapt the keeping of our Eaſter, in Commemoration of our 


Saviour's Reſurrection, upon the Sunday next after the fifteenth 


of the Fewifp Month Niſan; and therefore with Us Eaſter falls 

— — —— — — A — —— 
(a) Pag. 29. 3 

| ſome- 
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ſometimes as Early as the 22d of March, and ſometimes as Late 
as the 25th of April. . 

The Point then to be enquir'd into is this; Whether about 

three days before the Paſſover, or about the eleventh day of Ni- 
ſan, there uſed to be any Figs in Judæaa fo Rive, as to be fit for 
gathering and eating. 
That ſome Fruits of the Earth were then Ripe, we may be 
Sure: For (a) Joſephus ſays, that at the time of the Paſjaver 
ſome Jewiſo Robbers made an Excurſion from the Caſtle of 
Maſſada, and carried off all the Kipe Fruits belonging to the 
Towmnof Eugaddi. | | 

We find alſo that the Month Niſan was called 4414, or ra- 
ther was deſcribed by its being the Month of A446, i. e. of the 
growing Ripe of the Fruits of the Earth: And the Few:fo Harveſt 


al ways began iu their Month Niſan; for by comparing Jaſbua, chap. 
It. 25. and Chap. iv. 19. together, it appears that on the tenth day 


of their firſt Month Niſan, the Iſraehtes paſſed over Fordan, 
and it then (4) overflowed its banks, which (as is there ſaid) it 
uſed to do all the time of the Harveſt. 

Agreeably to which, mention is made in Lee. chap. ii. and 
chap. xxiii. of the Firſt- Fruits, which were to be offer'd up to 
God op the zmorraw after the Sabbath, which followed the Paj-. 
ſouer, A Sheaf of the Firſt-Fruits was to be wated before the 
Lord; and, to make a Meat-offering of thoſe Firſt- Fruits, the 
Greew ( Abib Ripe) ears of Corn, (i. e. of Barley, which was the ſooneſt 
Ripe) were to be aried by the fire, even corn beaten out of full ears. 

The Caſe was, that the Barley and many other Fruits were 


always Ripe in Fadea at the time of the Paſſover; if the Jews 


found (before the Month of Niſan began) that there was no 
likelyhood of their being Ripe about the time of the Paſſover, 
or fourteenth of N:/aw, they were wont to intercalate a Month, 
calling it Ve-adar or Adar over again, and placing it between 
the laſt Month Adar, and the firſt Month Niſan. By the help 
of this it always happen'd, that their Barley and earlieſt Fruits 
were Ripe at the time af the Paſſover: (c) On the ſecond day 


De Bello Jud lib. 4. c. 7. x; F x2pTor To d1palce apmacas]ec &c. 

Y This overflowing of Jordan was probably occaſioned by the latter 
rain (as the Scriptures call it), which always fell in Judza à little before 
the time of the Harveſt, and therefore came very ſeaſonably to plump 
their Grain and Fruits, before they were reaped or gather d. 
c Theſe Circumſtances are Confirm'd by Joſephus in Antiq. Jud. 
lib. 3. c. 10. T9 Ilia F *AZOpor Huipg, uin ff £510 agTh 5 
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48 The MirRaeLEs of 
after it began, the ſolemn offering of the Firſt-Firts (before men - 
tion'd) was made in the Temple; till this was done, (a) no 
Few was allow'd to reap his Barley, or gather his Fruits into his 
Store-houſe; and as ſoon as this was done, the Harveſt and In- 
gathering began in F#dea; which continued for 50 days with- 
out any or with very little Intermiſſion, the Wheat-Harveſt fol- 
lowing immediately after the Barley-Harveſt, as appears from 
Rath li. 23. and from 2 Sam. xxi. 9. And at the end of thoſe 
days, v2. on the day of Pentecoſt, called the Feaſt of the Har- 
veſt, Exod. xxii. 16. the Jeu offer'd up two Cakes made of 

ew Wheat, which were zhe Firſt-Fruits of the Bread ſpo- 
ken of in Levit. xxiii. 17. and (%) with this Offering their * 
veſt was cloſed. 

The defign of mentioning theſe things is, to ſhew when the 
Harveſt began in FJudæa; the Uſe of which Obſervation will 
appear in what follows. | 

e come now to enquire, whether it is likely that Figs were 
Ripe (as ſome other Fruits were) about the time of the Paſſo+ 
ver, when our Saviour is ſaid to have ſought for them: And in- 
deed there ſeerns to be little Difficulty in the Caſe, if we only 
Suppoſe that in Judæa they cultivated that Sort of Fig-trees, 
which the Greeks diſtinguiſh'd by the name of Bipogg;, and the 
Latins of bifere, upon account of their regularly producing two 
Crops of Figs in the Year: Of theſe (c Pliny mentions two 
ſorts, the White and the Black, and deſcribes them as having 
one Crop Ripe at the time of Harveſt, and the other at the time 
of Vintage: The Figs, which are moſt common with Us, 
both the White, and what our Gardiners call the Blue (the ſame 
with Pliny's Black), are of that Sort, thoꝰ the ſecond Crop comes 
but ſeldom to perfection in England. If then the Fig-trees in 
Fadea were of this double-bearing ſort; and if they kept pace 
with the Harveſt and Vintage, as P/zzy deſcribes them to do, 
the firſt Crop would generally be Ripe at or about the time of 
the Paſſover, i. e. at the time of the Few:f2 Harveſt, and ſome 
few forward Figs of that Crop a little Earlier; and then ſome 
of the ſecond Crop might well have accompanied the Grapes, which 
the Spies brought out of Canaan, upon their Return from ſearch- 
ing the Land. | 


nn 292. * * 


— 


(a) Levit. xxiii. 14. (Y See Fuller's Miſcel. Sacr. lib. 3. c. 11. 
(c) Nat. Hiſt. lib. 15. c. 18. Sunt præterea eadem ſerotine e preco- 
cos, bifere, alba ac nigra, cum meſſe vindemiaque matureſcentes. On 
which F. Hardouin's Note is This; Sunt praterea (inquit) bifers, alba 
nigraque, que & ſerotinum eadem cum vindemia, & precocem pariter 


e ferant. 
cum meſſe rant. Beſides 
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Beſides (a) Foſephns tells us that at the End of the Winter 
Herod beſieged Jeruſalem, and that, after a Siege of 5 Months, 


it was taken in the 3d Month, . e. the Month Sivan, which 
anſwers to the laſt half of our May, and the firſt of our June, or 


(at lateſt) to the laſt half of our June and the firſt of our Iuſy: 


Count then back from thence, and you will find that the Win- 
ter ended, and the Spring began in Jadæa about the middle of 
our January, or {at the lateſt) about the middle of our Febru- 
ary. Now Solomon in Cantic, ii. 13. among other marks of the 
Winter's being ended, and conſequently of the Spring's bein 
begun in Fades, deſcribes This to be one: The Fg. tree pattes 
orth her green Figs ; or rather, The Fig-tree hath given a Sweet- 
neſs, or Ripeneſi, to the Unripe Fig; for the (I) Original words 
are thus to be tranſlated: If therefore in the middle of our Ja- 
auary, or (if you will) February, the Figs were ſo forward, as 
Then to have a Sweetneſs and to be Ripening, is it Unreaſon- 
able to conclude, that in ſo Warm and Fruitful a Climate, as 
Judæa was, there might be Ripe Figs, and fit for Eating, in the 
latter end of our March, or before the latter end of our April ; 
which was the time, when our Saviour ſought for them on this 
ig- tree! | 
o what has been ſaid may be added, that Joſepbus deſcribing 
the Fruitfalneſs of the Country of Genneſareth, which was a 
part of Fudæa, ſays that it (c) afforded Figs and * _ 
| onths 


— 


— * «2 n 
„ 


(a) compare what he ſays De Bell. Jud. lib. 1. cap. 17, 18. with. 


what he ſays in Antiq. Jud. Lib. 14. c. 16. Edit. Hudſon. 

(b) Paggiah, render'd Green Figs, is a word no where found but in 
this place: but it is a common word among the Arabians, and ſigni- 
fies crudum, immaturum, as a Learned Friend informs me; who 
finds Eben-Ezra too explaining it by Fruit before it is Ripe or Mellow, 

Kanat, render'd putteth forth, ſigniſies condivit aromatibus in 
Gen. 50. 2, 3, and 26, the only places where it is uſed : from thence 
by a Metaphor it is apply'd to. Fruits, and ſignifies (as the above- 
mention'd Gentleman aſſures me) in the Arabick Tongue rubuit, 
maturuit : So that the Senſe of the Paſſage will be this; The Fig-rree 
hath begun te make her Figs Ripe, which were before Unripe, or Sweet, 
which were before Sower, L. Capellus's Note upon the Place agrees 
with this; propri? (ſays he) MATURAT ſex DULCORAT, dulces facit; 
nam kanat eſt aromatibus condire; unde, ad fructus tranſlatum, eft 
acerbum & auſterum eorum ſaporem veluti condire, hoc eſt, maturando 
dulciorem reddere. 


(c) De Bell. Jud. lib. 3. c. 9. Sapuaiy 75 N g Size wnorv 
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Months in the Tear without Intermiſtom; and tho* ſome allo 7, 
ance is to be made for the Extraordinary Growth in that Terri- to 
tory, yet the other Parts of Judæa muſt be ſuppoſed to have af-M thi 
forded theſe Fruits for ſeveral Months in the Year, eſpecially wt 
That where this Fig-ttee grew; it being between Jeruſalem and] tel! 


Bethany, i. e. in the Lot of the Tribe of Benjamin, which (as in 
the ſame (a) Author tells us) was ſecond to no part of Canaan in bes 
* | | | f 

1 * ch Authorities as theſe, we know what to make of Fig 
the Firft-ripe Figs fo often mention'd by the Prophets of the Old the 
Teſtament. For God ſays in Hof. ix. 10. I ſaw your Fathers firf] 
as the firſt-ripe in the Fig-rree, at her time: and ele Early Fig bec 
ſeem to have been much eſteem'd among the Fews, for Jerem. we 
XXiv. 2. ſpeaks of a Bastet, that had very good Figs, even like and 
tbe Figs that are firſt-ripe : and (to mention no other Patlages) (wil 


the Greedineſs with which the 2 uſed to gather this Pleatant . reaf 
Fruit, is thus emphatically deſcribed by 1a. xxviii. 4 As the tber 
hafty Fruit (i. e. (b) the firſt-ripe Fig) before the Summer; Y 
which, when he that looketh upon it, ſeeth it, while it is yet (c) on St. 

| mii con 


0 . IT" 5 2 * - 1 5 . * = * 8 — 
r r r 2 MAL 4 4. 8 
* 1 _ 


that the Grapes and Figs were growing during thofe ten Months; in v 
not meerly, that dryed Grapes and Figs might be preſerved there ſol mer 
Jong; for in Jeſs Favourable Climates they will laſt all the Yea tion 
round: Julian in his Epiſt; to Serapion carries this matter farther, andi and 
ſays of Fig-trees in general, that they, and they only, bear Figs all Vow 
the Year round, the Young ones beginning to grow as ſoon as the Z 
Old ones were gather'd; and then adds, ge, ginoiv % *Ouness e 
AAxivis x Her. Tus KAPTES , e edge: alluding to He: th 

mer's Odyſſ. lib. 7. | «a 


: are 2 

Oſxyn #7" bſxvy ,, ihr ff om fun, theſi 

| PAuTdp tn} caguay SaQuai, gUαον E GUKAs And 

From whence I ſuſpe& that Joſephus, in this Paſſage before us, wrot all / 

emrynedro]as dulots, and borrow'd his Expreſſion, as Julian did U 

from what Homer ſaid concerning Alcinous's Garden, Di 

(4) — Jud. Lib. 5 I. of tt 

) LXN. c Tpodes TUKE. | Rail] 

” The 9 — becappo ſignifies on its bough, and ſhould toge 

be ſo render'd here, not as in our Bible in his hand: for the LXI ſach 
had plainly that firſt ſenſe in view, when they render'd the place 

thus, Tpiv Ag T A duT8 x uu dur, before he takes it into hi — 

hand, i. e. while it is yet on its bougb. R. Kimchi upon the place tows - 

ſays, My honoured Father, whoſe Memory be bleſſed, expounds becappo 5 5 

by on its bough, agreeably to (that of Job xv. 2.) and his brani' in I 


kippatho hall not be green: As much as to ſay, As ſoon as * 
| (ets 
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its bough, he eateth it mp; i. e. he that ſpieth it out, is ready 
to deyour it, before he can gather it; ſo very fond are men of 
this ſort of Figs: And that we may not miſtake the Seaſon, 
when theſe coveted Figs were pluck'd for Eating, Iaiab here 
tells us, that it was before the Summer, which mutt have begun 
in Judæa (at leaſt) as Early as the Paſſover, becauſe the Harveſt 
began then. 

rom all which it may (I think) be fairly concluded, that the 
Figs in Judæa were commonly fo Ripe, as to be fit for Eating at 
the time when our Saviour went up to this Fig-tree; and that this 
firſt Crop of Figs was of ſo good a kind, or was ſo Welcome, 
becauſe it was the Earlieſt, that Travellers among the Feu 
m. were defirous of gathering them, when they met with them; 
lite and laſtly that Feſ#s ſeeing this Fig-tree to have Leaves upon it, 
es) (which in Fig-trees always come later than the Fruit) had good 
an reaſon to go up to it (as it is ſaid he did}, expecting ts find Fruit 
the Zhereon. 

; What remains then to be proved is This; that the Words of 
St. Mark, 8s 1 iv uaze3s ovxwv, may be ſo interpreted as to be 
conſiſtent with what has been already ſhewn. | 

And Mr. V. himſelf has furniſh'd us with (a) an Interpreta- 
tion of the words which will ſerve the purpoſe; for he has fallen 
in with ſome of the Modern Commentators, and has recom- 
mended the reading of St. Mark's words by way of Interroga- 
tion, for was it not the time of Figs? Admitting this ſmall change, 
and putting a part of the Sentence into a Parentheſis, the whole 
Verſe will run thus; And ſeeing a Fig-tree afar off having 
Leaves, he came if haply he might find any thing thereon (and 
when he came to it, he found pording but Leaves), for was it not 
the time of Figs? By the help of the Parentheſis the laſt words 
are a good reaſon for what went immediately before the Paren- 
theſis, i. e. for Feſas's expecting to find Fruit upon the Tree: 
And this way of writing might be ſhewn to be very common in 
all Authors, eſpecially the Sacred ones. 

Upon this Interpretation of the words Mr. W. ſays all zhe 
Difficulty vaniſhes ; but this he ſays, afzer he had made the moſt 
of this Digcutty, and expos'd St. Mars account with all the 
Railtery and III- will that he could ſhew, for (4) a page or two 
together. Where then is the Candour, where the Honeſty of 
ſuch a Behaviour? What? ridicule the Evangeliſt as guilty of 


mom 


ſees it on the bough, he devours it, out of the great fondneſs which 
| he has for it. And ſo the Plural kappoth „ branches or boughs 
in Leyit, xxiii. 40, @ F, ad, (D P. 7, 8. 
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an Abſurdity, and yet have a Solution of that Abſurdity ready at 
hand? A plain Mark that it is not Truth which this Author aims 
at! but this is only one Mark ont of a thouſand. . 

And yet I can help Mr. . to another Solution of this Diffi- 


culty, where there is no Change of the Point, and which I pre- 


er to His, as more Natural, and anſwering the purpoſe my 
the ſame effect: Suppoſe then that by the words, for the time of 
Figs was not yet, may be meant, that the time of gathering Figs 
was not yet come; and thus, keeping the Parentheſis, as before 
plac'd in the middle of the Sentence, we may underſtand the, 
words as a reaſon given why Jeſus came if yy he might find 
any thing on the Fig-tree. | he Fig-harvelt (if I may fo call the 
Gathering-time) was not yet arrived: On the ſecond day of 
Unleaven'd Bread, which was about five or ſix days after This, 
the Firſt-Fruits of all, that was then Ripe, were ſolemnly of- 
fer'd in the Temple, and till Then the Owners of the Fig-trees 
were not allow'd to gather in their Fruit ; ſo that fill Then they 
were oblig'd to let their Figs (tho? Ripe). hang on the Trees, 
and conſequently five or fix days before That Day (i. e. when 
Jeſus went up to this Tree) any Traveller might expect to find 

Fruit upon the Fig- trees which he met with in his Journey. 
That by the rime of Figs, may be here meant the time of ga- 
zhering them, is no new Opinion of mine; It has been main; 
tained by Dr. Lucas, and by the Excellent Biſhop Floyd; and I. 
find Dr. Mhitby mentioning it as the Ingenious Expoſition of a. 
Reverend and Learned Biſhop, whom he does not name; and, 
tho” he does not agree with him, yet he declares that he ſhould 
acquieſce in this Interpretation, if he could find it prov'd that 
any Figs were fit to be gathered at the Paſſover. This (I think) 
I have prov'd with ſuch a degree of Evidence as Dr. Whitby 
e 


Would have admitted. And for zhe time of Figs fignifying th 


time of gathering them, there is good Authority from the Wri- 
tings of the ſacred Penmen. This ſeems to be the Senſe of the 
word «#95, time Or ſeaſon, in Pſal. i. 4. (according to the, 
LXX.) (@)-which fhall give its Fruit in its Seaſon, 1. e. at the 
time of gathering it: And this (I think) is the Seuſe of the word 
in St. Mark xii. 2. but particularly in St. Matt. xxi. 34. who 
ſays that when the Lord of the Vineyard in the Parable gore his 
Servants to the Husbandmen, that they might receive the Fruits of 
it, it was when the time of the Fruit drew near, 54 by 6 


r — 


* 


(4) O + z2proy dury ,, iv xaps cure, And thus the time of 
Corn is the time of reaping it, as in Job v. 26. LXX. @arsp gr 
Seines nard 141830 St? . F 
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; cat; 2076. i. e. when the time of gathering them was at 
hand ; for, it beitig * natural to ſuppoſe that the Seryants 
were not ſent more early than there was need, the time of ripg 
Grapes was probably then actually come, and only the time 
gathering them drew neun. „ EIS ES 
But let Mr. V. chooſe which Solution he will, (his Own, if 
he pleaſes) and he muſt acknowledge that there is a ſufficient an- 
ſwer given to the ſuppos'd Unreaſonableneſs of Feſus's expecting 
ro find Fruit out of Seaſon. A 12 21 
_ Having dwelt pretty long on this head, becauſe it contain'd 
the moſt material part of his Diſcourſe, I ſhall now proceed 
2. to the ſecond ObjeQian. 


* 


een YO WO, TRAPS Þ 


_ 2. $. What Legal Right had Jeſur to the Fruit, if he had 


0 found any on the Tree? LF, | 5 „ 
7 To which I anſwer, that he had a Right, and a LEY, One 
5 too tho' he was neither Landlord nor Tenant, (as Mr. AM, exe 
4 preſſes it) nor had any Houſe or Land of his own 5 Law. £4 nd 
, what I ſay, will be prov'd thus. There is a Law given by God 
L to the Fews in Deut. xxiii. 24, 25. to this purpoſe, When thor 
- comeſt into thy Neighbour*s Vineyard, then thou mayeſt eat grapes 
22 7 45 at thine own pleaſure; but thou ſhalt not Put any in thy 
© Vaſſel: And when thou comeſt into the [landing Corn of thy Leit 
7 hour's, then thou mayeſt pluck the Ears with thine hand, but tho 
I Hal not move 4 Sickle unto thy Neighbour's ſtanding Corn. 
* _ Biſhop. Pazrick in his Commentary on tus place 199g, that the 
4 Jewiſb Doctors extended this Law, (and indeed the Fon If 
1 the Law extended it) not only. to Grapes and Cap 175 je two 
t. mention'd Particulars ; but to lives, Figs, Dates, And all com- 
) mon eatable Fruits: And (4) Joſephus confirms thus by applying 
y the Law to ripe Fruits of this kind in general, and adding that 
S the benefit of this Indulgence reached not only „ene, but to 
A all Travellers (whether Natives or not) on the high way in Ju- 
e Fest who had a Right by vertue of this Law, to eat pf any ripe 
S. ruits that they met with, as freely as if they were; their gun 
5 Property. This then being a Part of the Common Law of the 
d Country, and no man having ſuch a Property in his Fruit- trees, 
as to exclude Travellers and Paſſengers from this Benefit, Jeſus 
. would have done no Injury to the Owner of this Fig: tree, if h 


f had found Figs upon it, and gathered them; becauſe he wopyl: 
6 only have done what he had a Right to do, and what alp his 
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Countrymen lawfully did on the like occafion. What then muſt 
we ſay of this Author, who inſinuates that Feſ#s would have 
been a Rob-Orchard, if he had had an Opportunity? Vile inſinua- 
tion! and no leſs Weak than Vile, ſince it is founded on an 
Ignorance of this Jewiſh Law which was ſo eaſy to be known ! 

I come then to the = 

§. and laſt Objection, which is this, Nhat Right had 

Jeſus to ſmite this Tree with a Curſe, when it was none of his 
Property ? | 3 

And to this ſeveral ſufficient anſwers have been frequently 
given; for brevity's ſake I ſhall content my ſelf with gin One 
at preſent ; | 5 

Aceording to the Chriſtian Scheme, which ſuppoſes Feſus to 
be (what I have prov'd him in my firſt Part to be) a Prophet 
ſent from God and acting by the Spirit of God, there is no Dif- 


_ ficulty in juſtifying this his behaviour: For God mult be allowed 


to have a ſuperiour Right over all things, and a Property in them 
of a higher Nature than any that a Human Owner of them has. 
Not only all the Beaſts of the Foreſt are his (as God himſelf 
declares by the Pſalmiſt, I. 10.) but ſo are the Cattle upon a 
thouſand Hills: and it is in vertue of. this Right that God is of- 


ten found in the Old Teſtament threatning the Fews by his Pro- 
=o that he would lay their Land waſte, and deſtroy all the - 


rees With their Fruits for the Puniſhment of their Sins: And 


thus we find in our Saviour's days that the Jeu had (a) filled 


up the meaſure of their Iniquities, and were at this very time, 
when Feſxs ſmore the Fig-tree with a Curſe, devoted with their 
Country to Ruin and Deſtruction: The things which belong d to 
their peace, were even then hid from their Eyes, as he tells 
them Lale xix. 42. and he goes on in the following verſes to 
pronounce the Sentence already determin'd againſt Ferzſalem. 
And we find farther that the Execution of this Sentence was 
ut into the hands of Jeſus under the title (%) of the ſor of man. 
Nhere then was the Injuſtice, if that Judgment, which he was 
authoriz'd to execute upon the whole Land and all the Produce 
thereof, he executed (for a wiſe and good-natur'd Reaſon, as l 
ſhall ſhew by and by) upon one Tree in his Life-time? Where 
all things are juſtly conſfign'd over to Ruin, no Injury is done if 
ſome part has its Puniſhment haſten'd and brought upon it before 
the time is come for the reſt : as when ſeveral men are ſen- 
tenc'd to Death for the ſame Crime, it is no Injuſtice to call 


= * > - « COT . * * 
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(a) Mat. xxiii. 32. (6) Mat. xxiv. 30, 27, 38. Mark xiii, 26. 
Luke xxi, 27, 36. 3 
immediately 
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Iss os Pindicatel, J; 
immediately for the Forfeit of one Life among them, and leave the 
others for ſome more Convenient ſeaſon. It is juſt the ſame 


with a Nation. conſider'd as conſiſting of Parts; the Ruin of 


ſome Cities, Houſes, or Trees may juſtly take place of the reſt, 
where all are given over to Deſtruction: And therefore Jeſus, 


if he had a Right to execute a Curſe on the whole Land of Ju- 


dea, muſt be allowed a Right to execute a Curſe upon ſo ſmall 
a Part of it, as this Fig-tree was. F. 
And leſs Objection {till is to be made againſt it, if he deſign'd 
the Puniſhment of this Tree for an Emblem to the Jeu of what 
their Caſe then was, and what their Puniſhment wou'd ſhortly 
be: for it was not Paſſion and Diſappointment, in not finding 
Figs on it, when he was Hungry, that ſet him to work this 
Miracle; that is Mr. .'s ill-natur'd ſuggeſtion, for which he 
has no Authority unleſs his own Experience of what Lengths of 


Miſchief Paſſion and Diſappointment uſes to carry Him. But 


this Action of Jeſus had a higher and a more worthy End and 
View in it; for St. Matt. xxi. 19. relates this proceeding of Feſ#s 
towards the, Fig-tree as well as St. Mark, and joins to the ac- 
count of it two Parables, which he ſpake about the ſame- time 
to the Fews, and which he concludes with this remarkable ap- 
plication, Therefore I ſay. unto you, the Kingdom of God ſhall be 
Zaken away from you, and given to a, Nation bringing forth the 
Fruits thereof, ver. 43. which is a Key to open our Saviour's 
meaning in his blaſting the Fig-tree as well as in his two Para- 
bles, for from thence this Moral may be gather'd, that the Fig- 


zree is the Jewiſh Nation, that the Kingdom of God or the Gor | 


pel was preached. to them, but they ,were Barren; they would 
not repent, and (as Johr the Baptiſt ſpeaks) bring forth fruits 
meet for Repentance. They were therefore taught by this Mira- 


cle perform'd on the Barren Fig-tree, that the Goſpel wou'd be 


remov'd from them, and that (tor their rejecting it) they wou'd 
be left to their own Unfruizful works of Darkneſs, and. would be 
confign'd over to Deſtruction, to wither away as a Nation, and 


de aryed up from the roots. And the Sentence, Let no man eat 


fruit of thee hereafter for ever, has been hitherto verify'd, that 
unhappy Nation having continned in the ſame barren ſtate, and 
lying to this day under the Moral of the Curſe pronounced upon 
„„ T WL ne - 8 

It was very uſual among the Eaſterns to expreſs Things by 
Actions; variety of Initances to this purpoſe might be given out 
of the Ola and N w Teſtament; and therefore when the Warn- 
ing, given by this Action to the whole Nation of the Fews, was 
fo Charitable and Benevolent an one, it is meer Perverſeneſs to 


cavil at this Miracle, becauſe it was a Deſtructive one to the Tree; 
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It was fo, but it meant to prevent the Deſtruẽtion of 4 Nation; 


Atid that, you Will allow, was the et of a Maliciobt 
Hlenatur' d A&; But, ſtrip it of this Moral, and ſuppoſe the Fig- 


ttee to have only undetgone the Puniſhment to which the whoſe 


Land was doom'd; was it Therefore no Miracle? may not 
God work a Miracle to Chaſtiſe as well as to Bleſs? Who or 

hat preſcribes him a Law to the Contrary * Autaias was 
ſtruck Dead, and Elymas the Sotcerer was fmitten with Blind- 
neſs; and were there Therefore no Miracles in theſe two Caſes; 


- becauſe there was Deſtruction? This way of ärguing, would be 


to rob God of his power of infliting Extraordihary Puniſhnients 
on Sinners. Why then does Mr. N. aſſert that this Action of 
Jeſut is (a) not to be accounted for, becanſe it was to the De- 
Nructios of andi ber man's harmleſs and inoffenfive Tree * And 
thy are the Excellent Archbiſhop Wale and the Ingenions Mr. 
Chandler ſummon'd fo rudely before him, to reconcile with 
this and ſome other Miracles the general Notion of a Miracle, 
which the One tight and the Other (as he ſays) approved ? 
For to execute a juftly deſerved Puniſhment upon ſome Perſons 
or Things, eſpecially if with a View to promote ſome Fi 


and general good, is an Action coſiſtent with the Perfertions © 
God to intereſt himſelf in, ſuch as ahſwers 10 the Chatter 0 
God as a Good and Gracious Bring, and fhews his Love b Mun. 
kind and his Inclination to do them gooll, which with Mr. Chuj- 
dler are ſome of the Rules of Judging, by whom Miractes are 
perform'd. The beſt and moſt Gracious of Earthly Monarchs 
do ſometimes Puniſh particular Perſons when Criminal, in Love 


and Goodneſs to their Subjeas; and a contrary behaviour 


would have more of Cruelty than Benevolence in it. And this 
J have ſhew'd to be the Caſe in the Hriving the Buyers aud Sel. 
ters out of the Temple, in the permittihy the Devils to enter into 
the Herd of Swine to their Deſtruction, and in this Miracle 
(naw before us 9. of blaſting the F- tree: All which I have 
rov'd to have been done by way of Puniſhment deſervediy in- 
flicted, and in fuch Caſes Punifhment is no Injury. This there- 
fore is a full Defence of the Arch - biſnop's and Mr. Chandler's 
Notions of a true Miracle, and it comes long before latter 
Lammas, contrary to Mr. 1. 's Inſtnuation. | | 
I think that there is nothing. material on this head, which that 
Author has ſtarted, arid which I have left unanſwer'd ; unlefs it 
be his Peculiar reaſoning in p. 17, againſt the Letter of this Vi- 
racle, from what Feſ#s ſays to his Diſciples on this occafion, 


"BY 3232 ig ues, 24 233 1 1 er 3 D 2 4 — 
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(a) Pa 

(a) Page 12. 


in 


tho' he is ſafe now, yet when a School-boy he would have ſuf- 


JE $US Vindicated. 55 
in Matt. xxi. 21. that if they had Raith, they fhoult not only du 
what was doue to the Fg. tree; but if they fhould ſay 10 this 
Mountain, Be thou removed and caſt into 2 Sea, it ſhould be 
dene: Becauſe this was never Literally done by the Difciples, 
that we read of, therefore he concludes that Jeſus did not Li- 
terally curſe the Fig-tree. But might not the Diſciples have a 
Power given them to do this among other Miracles, without 
ever having occaſion to. ſhew their Power in this Inſtance ?- 
There might be neither a Failure iu Jeſus's Promiſe, nor a Want = 
of Faith in them for the doing this Miracle, and yet it might 
never have been perform'd, becaufe no proper Opportunity 
might have called for this Demonſtration of their Power: And 
with this anſwer J leave him to be convinc'd, if he be capable 
of Conviction. „ | 0 

In his Criticiſms upon the Greek Text, particularly upon 
St. Mattheu's words, which he renders thus, p. 29. (a Not 
as yet, Or uot until now, againſt the Age has fruit grown on thee, 
he has follow'd no Commentator, and, I can promiſe him, will 
never be followed by any: The TFranflation is his Own, and 


fer'd for ſuch Stuff as he now dictates with the Air of a Maſter. 
But Ignorance may be excus'd in one who has ſo much 
er-Faults to anſwer for: Before I cloſe the Subject of this 
iracle, I ſhall give the Reader a Sample os two- off his bare- 
Hop Diſhoneſty m Quotations from the — Cas 
t. Auſtin (according to him, p. very. plainly ſays that this 
Fact in th upon {op ofirion LH, Was TE _ 4 fooliſh 
one: That Fathers Wards, as Mr. . himſelf has quoted them 
at the bottom of his page, are theſe, Hoc Fadtum, niſi Ngura- 
zum, ſtultum invenitur, l. e. This which Jeſus did, was a Fookſh 
Action, 3 it had ſome Figurative meaning: Is this ſaying 
that it was Fooliſb, upon ſuppoſition that it was dune? Does not 
St. Auſttn. expreſly allow it to have been done, when he ſays hoc 
Factum? And does not he directly charge the Folly upon ſome- 
thing Elſe, upon a ſuppoſition that it had no other meaning than 
a Literal one? A Pen and a Spirit like that of St. Aaſlin might 
put this Forgery in ſuch a Light as Mr. 7. would not care for. 
| ain p. 16. he brings in Origen ſaying that there are ſome 
things. ſpoken of iu the ee as Facts, which were never 
zraujacted. But () Origen ſpeaks of the Hiſtorical parts of the 


5 


(4) Murer Su, 0% napnig yernrTar eig F dtv. 55 

(4). Hiſtoria. Scripturæ interdum inſerit quædam vel minus geſta, 
vel quæ omnino geri non poſſunt; interdum quæ poſſunt geri, nec 
tamen geſta ſunt. De Principiis, L. 4. | | wes 

Gs Scripture 
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Scripture in general, and ſhews what he means, by the Inſtances 


which he gives out of the Old and New Teſtament, ſuch as 


God's walking in the Garden in the cool of the Day; his being 


ſpoken of as having Hands, and Mouth, and Ears; and with re- 
gard to the Goſpel precepts he Inſtances in the plucking out à right 
eye, and cutting of a right hand, as things that might poſſibly be 


done, but never were: And then he ſubjoins a requeſt to his Rea- 


ders not to think that it was his Opinion, that, becauſe ſome things 
were not done according to the Letter of the Hiſtory, therefore he 
would deſtroy the Credit of the Scripture Hiſtory. © 


If Mr. W. then read the one Paſſage he ſhould have read the 


other, and not have brought in Origen as giving a Teſtimony 
which he expreſsly diſclaims. a | 


In p. 9. he quotes St. Fon of Fernſalem as ſaying, Arbor non 


eſt juſtè ficcata, the Fig-Tree was not Fuſtly dried up. But theſe 
words are only a piece of the Sentence which runs thus, Dicat 


aliquit, Si tempus non erat Ficorum, non peccavit Ficus, que 


frudtum non habebat : ft autem non peccavit, non eſt juſte ſiccata, 


i. e. It may be objected, that if it was not the time of Figs, then 


zhe tree was not in fault for having none; and if it was not in 
fault, then it was not Juſtiy dried up. Where the Reader ſees 
that what Mr. V. quotes as that Father's Sentiment, is only an 
Objection which he puts into the mouth of ſome Adverſary ta 


Chriſtianity, ſome V. of that Age: To which Objection he 


immediately ſubjoins an Anſwer (ſuch as it is), which he thought 


a ſufficient one, but which Mr. W. has Unfairly taken no 


notice of. „„ 85 . 
Theſe three Inſtances may ſuffice to ſhew what Credit ſhould 


be given to an Author who wants Common Honeſty, ana who. 
in defiance (as it were) of Truth advances Falſehoods in the. 


very Face of Detection: and upon the whole it appears, that 
his Diſcourſe againſt this Miracle of the Fig-tree is as Barren as 
the Fig-tree it ſelf was, and whoever comes to it with Judg- 
ment, will find 20:hing but Leaves thereon. - at 


IV. The fourth Miracle which I ſhall endeavonr to ſet free 
from the ObjeQtions which Mr. V. has rais'd againſt it, is that 
of (a) Feſus's turning Water into Wine at the Marriage Feaſt in 
Cana of Galilee. John ii. 1, c. The Literal Story of which 


he has attack'd under the Character of a Jewiſh Rabbi, with all. 


the Spite to Chriſtianity that the Ancient Jewiſh Kabbrzs ſhew'd 
to its Founder, and with ſuch 11 Manners as no Modern Fews 


oy „ 


— 


1 s (a) Mr, W.'s Diſcourſe 4. P. 23. 
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among Us (I am perſuaded) would offer to a Church and State 
ſo Indulgent to them as Ours is. But whether the Invective 
come from Few or Gentile, from the ſuppos'd Rabbi or Mr. . 
3 it is as much Wanting in Proof, as it is Abounding in 

alice. + 

An Outcry he has rais'd, and there ſeems at firſt Sight to be' 
ſome Difficulty in the Story, as he has manag'd it; and there- 
fore I will examine to the Bottom all that He has advanc'd in 


* " 


his Own or the Rabb:'s name. And in doing it I ſhall take the 


ſame Courſe as I have hitherto done, tho* I now find more Dif- 
ficulty than formerly; for his Objections againſt this Miracle 
lye in ſuch Confuſion, that this part of his Diſcourſe more pe- 
88 requii ſome Skill and Pains to bring it into any 
rder. | 
However the Chief, Objections are contain'd (or at leaſt will 
be anſwer d) under theſe three Heads. ; 
How came FJeſus to vouchſafe his Preſence at a Wedding? 


p. 30. | 

Why did he ſupply the Gueſts with ſo large a Quantity of 
Wine, when it is ſaid they had well drank already? p. 24, 31. 
How came he to give ſuch an anſwer to his Mother, as Wo- 
man what have I to do with thee? p. 32. 

I. $. To the firſt Queſtion, How came Jeſus to vonchſafe his 
Preſence at a Wedding? I may anſwer with another Queſtion, 
Why ſhould he zo: have gone thither, when he was invited? 
Tradition ſays that the Perſons, whoſe Wedding was then ce- 
lebrating, were Alpheus or Cleopas, and her who in the Sacred 
Scripture is called Mary the Siſter of Jeſus's Mother: but, 
without depending upon Tradition, it ſeems not unlikely from 
ſome Circumſtances of the ſtory that they were either Relations 
to the Virgin Mary, or her Intimate Acquaintance; for we find. 


Her Intereſting her ſelf that the Gueſts might be ſupply'd when 


the Wine was wanting, and taking upon her to give the Servants 
DireQions to do whatever her Son ſhould bid them do, ver. 9. 
Now if Jeſus and his Diſciples were invited to come, and if 
the New-married Couple were of his Kindred and Acquaint- 
ance, what reaſon can be aflign'd, why he ought to have declin'd 
the Invitation? Is it Certain that ſuch Indecencies, as Wiſe 
and Good men ſhould not be Witneſſes to, are practiſed at all 
Weddings? or might not the Company have been reſtrained by 
the Preſence of Jeſus from any thing of Levity and Unbecom- 
ing Joy? How does this Author know how ſoon: Feſus re- 
tir'd after the Meal was over? or why may not he ſuſpe& that 
Jeſus introduc'd ſuch a Religious Diſcourſe, while he was there, 
as was Suitable to the folemn > If he had read m_ 

E 4 | the 


4 * 
29 
. x 7 
” . * ” * 
. 8 


. Fo 
= - 4 . 
5 2 : g 

— ane + : 

* 
„ 
a < * , 5 
& 
- 
1 


— 
r 4 gies 
= — 
— 4 — 6 
. 


4 — 
— n — 
© ** = ——_ 
— 4 


4 4 
- —— - —— — — —-—'.à 8 > 
- pt $2 2 pn acct - — 2 — — I TERS 
CNS PEI . » 5 0 EG —— - 
D _ . * 8 — rn . 5 RE BO 2 , — Jon N 
= 3 2 0 8 2 — IIA 71 — 939 E — n 
r : _ 2 1 : - - ; — 
5 ———— ˙— — —̃ —%«ß.̃jꝙßꝙ ../ 7. —«—§«ð⁊ —⁵?. 
. 2 ̃ -b . — Ge —— — 4 ——— uo ng es I es . — bs 
* . he" Words FM Sram ek . TRY 7 2 — — 
— — — —— . — — — - l — | 
N — Oo * 3 = 


111 
i 
os 
wt 
1 
1 
4 7 5 IF; 
þ 115 
1 
+ 1 
2m 
1 
Fi! +4 * 
1 
ml 0 
| [7 N 
1 it 
{5 1444 
* 
* 
1 


58 The MIRACLES of 


found that ſuch Li 


AY, 


ine Aberties were not taken in Them as we Tee 
tog often practis d among us. But it ſeems that (according to 
Mr. N.) ſuch Exceſſes in drinking were there indulged, as it 


we bet Auors Gy of the Jewiſh Weddings, he would bare 


* it 


was not fit for Jeſuc to ſee and countenance: This is the Ma- 


terial part, and therefore I proceed to 

-P N The ſecond Objection which this Author has made, viz. 
Hoem came Jeſus 10 Jupply the wit with ſo large a quantity of 
Wine, when it is ſaid, that they had well drunk already! And 
to clear up this matter the better, I ſhal! prove theſe two things, 
That there is no foundation in the Text to conclude that there 
Was any Exceſs of that fort committed there; and that the 

Quantity of Wine, which Jeſus miraculouſly provided, was 
' not ſuch as muſt needs have made him acceſſory to any Exceſs 
amongſt the Gueſts. . = | 


* — 


For proving the firſt of theſe, Jet us conſider the force of the 


7 


words which are made the ground of the Objection, Every 


man at the beginning doth ſet forth Good Wine, and when men 
have well arunk, then that which is Warſe: but thou 245 kept 


the good Mine until now, ver. 10. But we are to remembe 
who it is that ſays this; it is zhe Governor of the Feaſt, ſpeakin 

to the Briaegroom: and the Drift of his Speech is only to ſhew, 
ther one. thing uſually obferv'd in ſuch F eaſts was not obſerv'd 
I 


N + 


4 


it not a piece of Violence then to force every n 
Apreffi 


the Phraſe, when inen have well drupk, 572 tbo Sag is 4 De- 


* 


carry any 111 Senſe along with it. The word is often us'd for 


 erinking 
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drinking more than wen uſually do, bus wihant apy Aale. 2 


rance. can 3 >er100S 0 think that St. 7 

Kader here? it to be 1 imagin'd that the Apoſtle ee 

to eXp ſe his Maſter's behaviour on this occafion.? of that 

wou'd have us'd the word, if he had not known that it bore — 

N Senſe as well as Vicious ons? ? eb Ne in its W 1 
ſignification is only drinking 1 the Sacrafice, den nothing 

the Derivation of the word Siara 1 to vo one 100 nk 
xcels, or beyond the proper bound of Joy. on a Feſtival: An 

if beſi des the Etymolo 2, of the Ford, 75 Inſtance be 72 | 

in which it is thus us'd for drinki js not Intem erden 

one in the LX. verſion of Gene xlijj 260 7 ere 1 N | 

Foſeph's brethren b ge vir” Au ns the t the Ge 

ſap es of that Feaſt, which Foſeph made for IR rethren, plain- 

Fa that- no Excel: s or Approach to it is intended by the 

Fa eſſion; for th knew him not then to 2 any oth 2 

the een ERA nay it is ſaid t at they, were = 

him, Ver. 1 gy eir whole Behaviour before and at the 

mult convince us that they were tog much on their Guard, at 

190 ſollicitous about their own Safety, to give way, to 1s 
temperance in his Preſence. ng the ſame ſenſe of t 

word is to be Kb in 7 God (according to the LX. 

ſion) ſays to the Fews, Hag. i. 6, whey complaining that ws 

neglected to build his Femple, he tells the Lies oh this 

count be bag 02 Ae, the Fruits of theix, and with the Orr 

Aigaey. 1 Ee. ave ſown, M,, and bring. in little; 50 eats. 
1 5 Ma not enough, 3s drink, but ye are, no; filled 4 50 drinks, 

rech ĩs tiere 9 £ ce H. re we to think that the 

1 Interpreters intended to, make God vis the word 15 in 

the ſenſe that Mr. V. gives it in St. Jab? for could that be a 

Paniſhment worthy of os! to inflict? or could-it be a Bleſſing, 5 

to encourage them to expect, that they, Maul drink 4s Hl. 

Exceſs, as. ad Author would * 1 EN 

_ Every * id man then muſt, acknow that+it is a meet 

Cavil, firit to ſuppoſe the words to be ſpoken, of the Guelts, ak, 

this F. wy 1 re js no Appearance that it was a Deſgrip- 

tion of Them; = then to give the words a V igious 

which they do not neceſſarily bear, and which there is all the 

Reaſon imaginable to believe that they were not in this Place 

intended to bear. This way of Interpreting m Will te men's 

Good - will to Infidelity, but it ſhews a very III Will to every 

Ke elle. 


t. thing which I was, to prove was 855 that the 
Gn 2 Wine which FJeſus produc'd on this Occaſion; was. 
not ſuch as muſt needs have made him — to any Exceſs 
among the Guelts, | A 
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A Rabbi, or a V. might have known that the Jewiſh (a) Mar- 
riages were celebrated with Feaſtings, not only on the day of 
the Solemnity, (as with us} but for fix or ſeven days after: and 


that at theſe Feaſts, not only all their Relations, Neighbours - 


and Acquaintance were invited, but it was well taken if any 


others, (tho' not invited) would come to partake of the Enter- 


tainment, and bear a ſhare in the Joy of the Occaſion: A Cu- 
ftom which to this day prevails among Us too, in ſome of the 
moſt remote parts of our Country. And as to this Marriage, 
though the Evangeliſt's words axe rendered ( The third day 
there was a Marriage, &c. yet they may be as well tranſlated 


thus, (c) Oz the third day a Marriage-Feaſt was celebrated, &c. 


Some think (and not without appearance of Reaſon) that by 
zhe third day is meant the Third day of the Marriage Feaſt ; and 
whether that Interpretation be allow'd or not, yet ſince it is ſo 
well known that the Fews feaſted ſeven days on ſuch occaſions, 
and ſince it is not ſaid on what Day this Miracle was wrought, 
we are at Liberty to fuppoſe that it might as well have been on 
the Third day after the Marriage as on any other. 


That there were great Numbers preſent at it, may be gather'd | 


from there being @ Governor of the Feaſt appointed for this oc- 
caſion; and it is probable that many more than were expected 
came there on that day, perhaps to ſee Jeſus and his Diſciples, 
of whom they had heard much Talk; on this account, or be- 
cauſe on the preceding days the Bride and Bridegroom had en- 
tertained more Gueſts than they had looked and provided for, 
the Wine might fall ſhort, which they had laid up for the whole 


ſeven days Feaſting: Allowing then that the Quantity of Wine 
which Jeſus made at this Feaſt was as Large as our Tranſlation. 


repreſents it, yet why ſhould not Mr. ſuppoſe (what is very 
Probable) that the Wine thus Miraculouſly produc'd was deſign'd 
not only to ſupply the want of that day, but of the ſucceeding 
ones, till the whole time of Feaſting was ended? III nature al- 
ways makes the Worſt of every thing; but an unprejudic'd man 
may (upon this reaſonable Suppoſition) believe that there might 


be no Exceſs countenanc'd or practis'd, tho* the Supply of 


Wine was ſo Plentiful. 


= 2" x. >: 


(a) See Calmet's Diſſertation, Sur las Marriages des Hebreux, 
( Th n&tps 79 Tpiry Yau @ ee, KC. 


(c) So the Syriac renders it in this place, and Grotius proves that 


221.0; has this Signification in ſeveral places of the Sacred Scripture. 


* 
a 


But 


See his Note on Matt. xxii. 2. 


Err 


] E Ss US Vindicated. 61 


But what if our Tranſlation ſhould not be ſo Accurate here 


as in other Places? What if the /ix Waterpots did not hold ſo 
much as uo or three Firkins apiece ? Mr. V. himſelf ſays, 
p. 26. that if he had been the Tranſlator, they ſhould not have 
held above two or three pints apiece, which meaſure is as agree- 
able to the Original as Firkin. If ſo, why is the Miracle to be 
flouted at? and why ſhould net he content himſelf to raiſe an 
Outcry againſt the Tranſlation ? He might have known that the 


Learned of all Communions have of late looked more nicely 


into the per7pari; or meaſure here ſpoken of, and have brought 
it much lower than a Firkiz: The LXX Tranſlators in 
2 Chroz. iv. 5. uſe the word je7pnrhs for the Bath of the Fews, 
and Calmet in his Diſſertation on the Antiquity of Money, makes 
the Bath to contain leſs than 30 French Pints, :. e. leſs than fix 


Gallons of our Engliſh Meaſure: Lami ſets it ſtill lower, and 


makes it hold very little more than twenty French Pints, which 
brings the meaſure down to leſs than four Gallons: Le Clerc, 
with others mentioned by Calmet, ſays that the perrurn; held 
about twenty five French pounds of Water, which fall ſhort 
of three Gallons of our meaſure: And the Learned Biſhop 


Cumberland (whoſe Accuracy in this part of Knowledge is al- 


low'd by all) proves that moſt probably the Aer of Syria 
is meant here, and That he computes to have held leſs than one 
Engliſh Gallon; and according - to this Reckoning the whole 
ſix Waterpots might not contain more than about fourteen or 
fifteen Gallons of Engliſh Meaſure; a Quantity not very Large, 
if we allow (as we muſt) that there were great Numbers pre- 
ſent at the Feaſt; or that, what was not then drank, might be a 


ſeaſonable Supply for what wou'd be wanting at the Feaſt of 


the enſuing days. 

When the Learned, tho* differing in their Opinions, do yet 
all agree to fix the Quantity lower than a Hirtin, and ſome of 
them ſo very much below it, as we have ſeen; is it Fair and 
Ingenuous in Mr. V. to take occaſion from an Errour of the 
Tranſlation'to ſet the whole Letter of the Miracle at Defiance? 
fince he himſelf knew (as he ſays) how to rectifie the Tranſla- 
tion by making Pints of the Firkins: eſpecially ſince, it the 
Quantity were allowed to be as large as the Tranſlation makes 
it, he knows that to provide Plenty 1s not to encourage Excels ; 
What was more than ſuffic'd might be laid up for other opportu- 
nities: And he may as well charge God with promoting Drun- 
kenneſs, whenever he bleſſed the Vineyards of the Fews with 
any Extraordinary Increaſe. 

Upon the whole then it appears that what Mr. I. ſays p. 24. 


that when FJeſus turn'd the Water into Wine, he Company were 


already 
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already drunk, and what his Rabbi ſays in his Vulgar firain, | 
p. 31. that hey were more than half ſeas over, are Fiftions of 
heir Own; and fince it may be fairly prefum'd, and is by 
r. V. owu'd, that the Quantity of Wine then Created, was 
not ſo Large as our Tranſlation repreſents it; and ſince. (if it 
was ſo Large) it is probable that it was intended for a ſeaſon- 
able Supply. upon the remainder of the ſeven days Feafting, I 
conclude, that neither the Wit of Mr. . nor (what he has a 
reater Snare of) his Malice can make this Circumſtance any 
ood Argument againſt the Letter of the Miracle. 
3. F. there remains now only one more Objection to it, 
Which is what Jeſus reply'd to his Mother when ſhe ſaid They 
bave wo, Wine; to which he anſwered, Woman, what have Þ ta 
da with thee? ver. 4. From which his captious Nalbi very 
boldly concludes, that Jeſus himſelf was a little in for it, or be 
had never ſpoke ſo waſkpifhly and Jnappifaly 70 his Mother. p. 32. 
Whatever a common Reader may think of the words which our 
Saviour uſed towards ber; yet a man of Learning might, and 
ſhould know that yνιν, which we render Homau, was no Title 
of Diſreſpect or Indifterence, as it feems to he in our Franſla- 
tian. For there was a time when Feſzs call'd his Mother 
this Appellation, and yet was certainly neither Snappiſh nor Maſ. 
piſa towards her; for when he was hanging on the Croſs, and 
recommending both his Mother to the Care of his beloved Apo- 
ſtle, and that Apoſtic to the Affection of his Mother, he ſaid, 
Jah Rix. 26. (a) Woman, behold thy Sou. "The word yur 
was an honourable Title, and often us'd by the beſt Writers when 
the higheſt mark of Reſpect is intended; of which many Inſtan- 
ces might be given; particularly we find the Polite () Xexophon 
putting this word into the mouth of one of the Perſian Chiefs, 
When he was agdreffing himſelf to a Captive Lady of the higheſt 
Quality, and comforting her under her unfortunate Circumſtan- 
ces. The Expreſſion is ſo common in this Senſe that I ſhall 
offer no more Inſtances of it; but paſs on to the-remainder. of 
Feſas's anſwer, What have I to do with thee? Theſe words are 
generally underſtood as a Rebuke to her, and ſo they may be 
without giving room for any Obection againſt the Letter pf the 
Story, much more for the Concluſion which Mr. W.'s F riend 
has drawn from it: For it is probable that ſhe was deſirous to fee 
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him work a Miracle, and that à little Vanity prompted her to 


" 


this Deſire; and was it an finſuitable Rebuke, to fell her (for 


the words import no more) that in the buſineſs of manifeſting 
his Glory by Miracles ſhe was, to leave him to do what he 
thought proper ? This very Phraſe is ſometimes us'd in the Seri- 
ptures, where nothing of Anger is conceiv'd, where only ſome 
diſlike is expreſs'd, and a gentle Check or Rebuke is given for 
can we ſuppoſe that David, when (2 Sam, Xvi. 10.) he faid 1 55 
have I to do with you, ye Sons of Zerumh'* was Angry or Wat; 
piſh with Abiſgai for propoſing to kill SHimei who had curs'd 
him, when Abiſbai ſtuck by him ſo faithfally in that great De- 
fection, and meant what he propos'd out of a Friendly affe&ion 
to David? It was a Rebuke, it is true, and ſo was This which 
Jeſus reply'd to his Mother: But it was a juſtifiable one; for 
whatever Obedience he owed to her as a Son, he ow'd none to 
her as a Prophet and Worker of Miracles: In this Capacity he 
was the Son of God only, there was no Relation between Him 
and the Virgin Mary; therefore in what ſhe meant by ſaying 
They have no Wine, ſhe exceeded her. Authority, and was juſtly 
reprov'd for it. But is this of Weight to overthrow a Miracle? 
All the other Objections I have ſhewn to be Falſe and II- 
grounded: this is the only one that has any Truth in it, and 
{ will venture to leave it to the Judgment of any Impartial man, 
whether the ſingle Circumſtance of our Saviour's rebuking his 
Mother in ſuch a Caſe is ſufficient to call in Queſtion the Rea- 
lity of a Miracle fo particularly and fo plainly related by the 
Evangeliſt. EY - Es 

I have now finiſhed what I intended to ſay in vindication of 
theſe two Miracles of Feſus, his cauſing, the Barren F- tree to 
wither, and his turning the Water into Wine; and I aſſure the 
Reader that the ſame Ignorance and Diſhoneſty furniſnes Mr.. 
with his Objections againſt the reſt of the Miracles: But, before 
I conclude, I muſt again take Notice (as I have frequently done) 
that having in my Firſt Part eſtabliſhed the ReſurreQion of Je- 
#s beyond all Doubt and Contradiction, I have laid a ſure 
Foundation for the Credit of all the Miracles which the Evan- 
geliſts have aſcribed to him: Allow but That to have heen a 
Real one, and you muft allow all the reſt which are reported 
by the ſame Authors. It is not enough to. pick here and there a 
Hole in their Relation, and ſet up a few Objections againſt 
them, which the more Ignorant a man is, the more plentitully 
he may be furniſhed with : Nothing leſs than the ſhewing that 
ſome part of the Literal Story is abſolutely Impoſſible to have 
happen'd, or that ſomething which Jeſus is ſaid to have done is 
Abſolutely Inconſiſtent with the Divine Perfections, I ſay 99 
thing 


8 
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thing leſs than This can make a reaſonable man Disbelieve, 
and even Then his Disbelief will go no farther than to the Cir- 
cumſtance which has This Weight lying on it. But the Ob- 
jections, which Mr. J. has thrown out againſt the Miracles 
that have been conſider'd, and which may be ſuppoſed to be the 
Beſt that his Party could furniſh him with, are ſo Weak and 
Feeble, that while He and They are giving up their Character 
as Chriſtians, they are forfeiting it too as Scholars: even an 
Adverſary would fee with Pity the Advances they have made in 
Dulneſs; they are vel Priamo miſeranda manus : at leaſt they 
would be ſo, if Ignorance was their only Fault ; but it has ap- 
peared to the Reader in many Inſtances how little Regard the 
Author of thoſe Diſcoarſes pays to Truth, how little even to 
the Certainty of being Detected in Falſehopds : And when 
men have ſo Profeſſedly (as it were) leap'd over the Bounds of 
Common Honeſty, when they not only venture to be thus Im- 
moral, but are come to deſpiſe the Shame of it, ſhall ſuch as 
theſe ſet up for our DireQors in Religion ? Shall ſuch as Theſe 
have any Influence on our Faith, who neither Believe nor are 
to be Believed? who when they ſtripp'd their own Religion of 
Faith, tore off ſo much of Morality with it; who with all the 


Arts and Cheats of Impoſtors carry on their attacks againſt 


Chriſtianity as a Cheat and Impoſture, thereby Practiſing what 
they Write againſt, and putting on the very Character which 
they would fix upon the Apoſtles ? Whoever they be that have 


3% 


been ſo carried away with the Hewhching Pleaſute of Novelty 


as to be fond of ſuch Writings, their Recovery is very diffi- 
cult, if the Excellent and truly Paſtoral Letter of the Lord 
B:ſhop of London has not yet brought them back to a ſerious, 
Conſideration ; They may have been miſ-led, but they have no 
Excuſe for continuing in their Error; for nothing but the Bad- 


neſs of the Cauſe can exceed the Badneſs of the Methods it is 


ſupported with. And the Writings of ſuch Infidels are as 
Weak, as they are Diſhoneſt; they are an Inſult upon the 
Common ſenſe of Mankind, and every Reader muſt have the 
loweſt Opinion of ſuch Diſcourſes, as ſuppoſe either that they 
ſhall fd men Fools, or that they ſhall make them ſo. 


The End of the Third Part. 


THE 


W / - —m— cw. (28 12 
* a _ ? _ (4 „ 
0 on ( — 
t 5 7 


—— Bs 


— — 7 * — FS & 


fe AC Db pos 
a —— — —— — 
3 — — — — n 
* * 
— 


PART te FOURTH. 


A Defence of the Literal Story of JE SUS's healing 
the INFIRM MAN at the Pool of Betheſda. 
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His healing the PARALYTICK, who was let down 
thro' the ROOF. 
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TING T is now above four Months ſince I publiſh'd the 


©. FC: third Part of The Miracles of Jeſus vindicated in 

VA) E Anſwer to Mr. Voolſton's Diſcourſes; the greateſt 

Ne Ne Part of which time I waited to ſee, whether He 

PCR) had any thing Material to object againſt what I 

| | had advanced in That and the Two preceding 

Tracts: But finding that no Reply was made by that Author, 

or his Abettors, (if he had any,) I proceeded farther on the 

ſame Subject; and the following Enquiry into the Literal Ac- 
count of two other Miracles, which that Gentleman had made 

the Great Objects of his Ridicule, was finiſhed, before the Ho- 

nourable the Judges of the King's Bench had paſs'd Sentence 

upon him for his Infamous Writings. But fince a Legal Re- 

ſtraint ſeems now to be laid upon him, and he is not left at Liberty 

(I concejve) to make any Reply for the future, I ſhould have 

choſen to ſuppreſs what was prepar'd for the Publick View, if 
I had not been encourag'd to think, that the following Sheets 

contain ſomething which may be of Uſe for the Information of 

the Reader. | | | 

In my Enquiry into theſe Miracles I found that ſomething 

New (to Me at leaſt) offer'd it ſelf to my thoughts; and ſome 

Paſſages which I had met with in my Reading ſeem'd to give a 

clearer Solution of the Difficulties ſtarted, than the Common 

one does: Particularly in the Account of the Miracle wrought 

by the troubling of the Waters at the Pool of Betheſda, I found 

Reaſon to differ a little from the receiv'd Opinions of the Com- 

mentators on that Chapter; and what I have propos'd as New 

| on that Head, I have all along endeavour'd to ſupport by _ 

E « L u- 
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Authorities as ny, or to make my Suppoſition appear at leaſt 
not Improbable; This (methinks) may be ſaid with ſome Cer- 
tainty, that if I am in the Right, Mr. . is more clearly in the 
Wrong than upöh any other ſuppoſition ; tho” after all I am 
very ſenſible that a Sufficient Anſwer may be given to all his 
Objections, without thruſting any Criticiſm or Conjecture of 
Mine upon the Reader as neceſſary in the Diſpute. 

But before I enter upon the Subject, I think it material to 
prepare the way with one Obſervation upon a Piece which 
Mr. V lately publiſhed under the Title of 1 Defebce of his 
Diſcourſes &c. where that Author endeavours to ſhift the State 


of the Controverſy between Hinifelf and his Oppoſers. The 


True Queſtion, upon which I and others cloſed with him is 
This, Nperber the Literul Accotht of the Mirtctes uſcrib'd to 
Jeſus be True; not, Whether the Mirkeles (beſides their Lite- 


ral Meaning) may not have a Figurative and Allegorical one; 


much leſs is it, Whether the Fathers turn'd all the Actions of 
Jeſus into Allegory or not: For had he done nothing more 
that add à Spiritual Senſe to then, or had He only try'd to 
new that the Fathers delighted in making them Emblems of 
Whatever their Wit and Fancy figgeſted, he might have gone 
on writing as long. he pleaſed, without any Oppolers, Aud per- 
Haps without ahy Readers. 3 LL _... 
or what is it to the Cauſe of Truth whether the Fathers Sr 
He could find out more Meanings of Jeſus's Miracles than the 
Evangeliſts thought proper to give us? Bat Mr. Vis Diſcotirſes 
do exprefly atid Reqtietly deny that the Miracles of Jeſus Were 
Traly and Reilly wrotght ; and he aſſerts, That, Literally En- 
Herfibod, they are full 95 Abſurdities, Improbabilitles ud Còntra- 
dieti0as. And yet in this Defence, p. 26. he would have us 
believe, in regard to the Story of the Bayers and Sellers drive 
out of the Temple, that it zs to #0 purpoſe t0 ſupport the Letter 
of the Story againſt him, z#leſ5 it can be prov'd that the Mira- 
cle neither was nor could be a Shadow ur Reſemblance of ſoine- 
thing Future. And the ſame he had ſaid before concerning a 
the Miracles of Jeſus, Diſc. 2. p. 70. viz. that he who wauld 
write againſt him 20 the Parpoſe, muſt prove two things : That 
Zhe Faber: did not hold Jeſus's Miracles to be Typical and Fig u- 
rative; arid That 7hoſe Miracles neither will, lot can receive a 
Myſterious compliment On the Contrary, if the Learned 
ſhop of St. Davids and other Writers againſt Mr. , ſhould 
allow, that All the Fathers did affect to turn Jeſus's Miracles 
into Allegory; and if they ſhould allow too, that their Alle- 
Wr and Mr. Ws are Juſt and N ang. yet theſe 
ritings might be full atid proper Anſwers to His, d, 
| | they 


rr 
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they ſupport the Truth of the Literal Story, which he ſo often 


and ſo peremptorily denies: For we may clearly prove the Li- 
teral Meaning, tho' we don't attempt to diſprove the Ailego- 


rical one, if they be two diſtinct things; as every one of his Oiſ- 


courſes plainly makes them, while it denys the Letter of the 
Miracles, and endeavours to ſet up the Allegory only. If He 
can conſider them ſeparately, ſo may We; | his Liberty I have 
taken, and ſhall again take in the enſuing Diſcourle ; perhaps 
in ſome Inſtances I may allow that the Miracles recorded in the 
Goſpel were Typical; for I have no Quarrel with Fypes and 
Figures: I only oppoſe one who would ſet them up to the 
Ruin of the L&tter ; and the Drift of This and my preceding 
Diſcourſes is only to ſhew, that the Miracles aſcrib'd to Feſzs 
were truly wrought by him, and that chere is an Account of 
the Literal Story to be given, which is clear of all the Objections 
that Mr. . has ſo unskilfully made to them. | 
In this view I proceed to conſider 


I. The Story of the Miracle, or rather Miracles, wtought 
at the Pool of Betheſda; of which St. John ch. v. has given us 
a particular Account, and which Mr. V. (a) calls a Camel, 
of a Monſtrous fize for Abſurdities, Improbabilities and {ncre- 
aibilities, and he has ſpent above twenty Pages in fixing theſe 
upon it. | | 
But for the Clearer Anſwer to all his Objections on this 
Head, the Reader is defir'd to obſerve that in this Narration of 
St. Jobn there are two diſtin& Miracles to be ſeparately con- 
ſider d, That which was wrought by the Pool after the Water 
of it was troubled; and That which Feſas wrought upon the 
Infirm Man who lay there: The former is only a Narration, 
in which our Saviour is not at all concern'd, nor the Miracle 
which he wrought on the Inpotent Man: ſo that if we could 
not account for the particular Circumſtances that attended the 
Relation of the Firſt, it would not in the leaſt affect the Mira- 
cle of our Saviour's healing this Man: the Truth of which Fact 
only we are engag'd to vindicate. However becauſe T his is the 
Introductory Story in St. John, and becauſe Mr. V has been 
very large and ſtrong in his Objections againſt the Letter of it, I 


ſhall begin there. 


1. $. Againſt the Sanative Virtue of the Pool in the Circum- 
ſtances deſcrib'd by the Evangeliſt, Mr. V. has made ſeveral Ob- 
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jections by way of Queſtion ; but before I give an Anſwer to 
his Queſtions, I ſhall lay before the Reader, what I conceive 
to be the true Account of the Story; and I do this the rather, 
becauſe I think that it has not been underſtood aright by the 


Generality of Commentators, whoſe Miſtakes on this Article 


have helped to furniſh our Author with ſome of thoſe Diffi- 
eulties, which he has ſo liberally beſtow'd on the Miracle. 

The State of the Caſe was this: At Jeraſalem, near the Place 
called the Sheep-Market, or rather the Sheep-gate (mention'd by 
Nehem. chap. ti. 1. and xii. 39.) there was a Bath built for the 
uſe of ſuch of the Common People, as lov'd to ſwim and 
bathe themſelves in the Water: This is the proper ſenſe of the 
Word (a) xoavuChtre, uſed by St. John On this Occaſion, and 
by other Writers, and in the Old Latin Verſion (called the {ra- 
fic) it was render'd by Natatoria, a Bath, or — * 
Nothing was more Common or more Uſeful than ſuch Barbs 
in thoſe warm Climates ; Foſephns (b mentions ſome by this 
very name of xoavuCciles at Jericho, as us'd for the Exerciſe 
and Pleaſure of Swimming ; and it may be reaſonably preſum'd, 


that This at Feruſalem, and perhaps ſome others there, was built 


for the ſame purpoſe. 


It has (1 confeſs) been commonly ſuppos'd by Commenta- 
tors, that this Bath or Pool (as our Tranſlation has it) ferv'd 


either for waſhing of the Sheep before they were led into the 

Temple, or for waſhing the Entrails of Beaſts ſacrific'd in the 

Temple, or for receiving the Blood from the Trench round the 

Altar, which was thought to be convey'd hither by ſome ſub- 

terraneous Channel; But thoſe who led the way in theſe Opi- 

nions ſeem to have been (c) deceiv'd by joining, both - uy 
| | | Gree 


”Y 


— — 


(a) Thus zoavuCty ſignifies to ſwim, in Aﬀfs xxvii. 43. and the 
old Tranſlation of Irenaxs, I. 2. c. 22. has Paralyticum, qui juxta 
Natatoriam jacebat : and the Three very Ancient Latin MSS. of the 
Goſpels, which Calmet ſays contain the Old Italic Verſion before 
St. Jerome reform'd it, agree in rendring zeavuCnles by Natatoria, 
as may be feen by conſulting the various Readings of thoſe MSS, 
puvliſh'd by Calmet at the end of his Commentary on the Acts of 
the Apoſtles. 7 | 

( Tas reauuCiBpars ud, at peydacs fe) F evaly 
5 Haro, &viLvxor 70 Otppwraloy peonuCpias. Antiqu, Jud. 
. e | 

(c) The Generality of the Old Greek and Latin Commentators 
took ve ib e and piſcina or natatoria to be us'd here in the Da- 
tive 
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Greek and the Latin, two words together in Conſtruction, 
which have no relation to one another; belides, the proper ſen 

of the word 20% he is inconſiſtent with every one of theſ 

Opinions; and (which is more) theſe Opinions are not eaſily re- 
concileable with the Situation of the Sheep-gaze, near Which this 
Pool Rood; for the Sheep-gate was on the South-Eaſt Wall of 
Jeruſalem, and therefore a great part of the City lay between 
That and the Temple, as the accurate Dr. Lightfoot has ſhew'd 
in his Harmony of the Evangeliſts, p. 666. On all theſe Ac- 
counts therefore I believe, that what is commonly called a Pool, 
was a Bacb, built and us'd only for the Sport and Exerciſe of 
Swimming; for which it could never have been fit, if it had 
{ery'd for any purpoſe relating to the Sacrifices of the Tem- 


ple. pe 

Around this Bath were built (as St. John ſays) (a) five 
Porches, or rather Portico s, co: of which ſort Herod built ſe- 
veral at Tyre and Berytus; and the Deſign of them all, was for 
the Common People to walk in them under Covert in the Heat 
of the Day, if they had no mind to Babe; and for ſuch as had, 
they were of uſe for them to dreſs and undreſs themſelves in 
the Shade: The Bath and the Portico's therefore ſetving for 
this purpofe, might well have gain'd the name of Betheſda, i. e. 
the Houſe of Mercy or Kzinaneſi, becauſe the building them 


was a great Act of Kzngreſs to the Common People, for whoſe 


fake they were ere&ed, and whoſe Indifpofitions in hot Coun- 


tries requir'd frequent Bathing. To ſuppoſe that they took this 


am any miraculous Cures wrought there, is to ſuppoſe 
der 


without Authority or Occaſion, and I ſubmit to the Rea 


whether Mine is not a more natural Account of the Mat- 
ter. | 

At this Bazh, about the Time of the Feaft, ver. 1. (moſt pro- 
bably the Feaſt of the Paſſover,) a great multitude of impotent 
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tive Caſe, and join'd them in Conſtruction with aoCarir; and pro- 
batica; in conſequence of which Miſtake, they thought that this Pool 
ſery'd for the Purpoſe of Sacrifices in ſome one of the Ways before 
mention d. | 

(a) If the Bath or Pool was four-ſquare (as That is, which mo- 
dern Travellers now generally call the Pool of Betheſda), Three ſides 
of it had only a Single Portico, and the Fourth probably a Double 
one; Which was the Caſe of the Outer-court of the Temple, or Court 
of the Gentiles. | 
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70 The MIRAC LES of 
Folk, of Blind, Halt and Wither'd lay in the Portico's, waiting 
for the moving of the Mater; for (as St. John ſays) an Angel 
went down Mn naue (a) at the ſeaſon (i. e. of the Paſſover) and 
troubled the Water, and whoſoever then firſt after the troubling 
of the Water ſtepped in, was made whole of whatſoever Diſcaſe 


he had. This is St. Johy's Account, and from This it does 


not appear that the Waters of this Pool, or Bath, had ever re- 
ceiv'd this miraculouſly healing Virtue before or after the time 
of This Feaſt: The expreſſion, at the ſeaſon, does (as the Note 
ſhews) more Naturally confine it to this Paſſover, than ſuppoſe 
it to have been a Standing and an Annual Miracle : the leaſt 
that can be ſaid, is, that there is full as much Liberty from the 
Scripture ſtory to make My Suppoſition as any other; and 


Mine has ſeveral other Circumſtances in its favour, which are 


a weight upon the contrary Opinion: for whatever is objected 
from the Silence of the Few: Writers about this Miracle, is 


an Argument on my fide, as far as it is any Argument: But 


—— 


a 


(a) At the ſeaſon : this is the Literal Tranſlation of the Words 
X.2T& Kauecv; and not at à certain ſeaſon, as we commonly render it, 
for then it ſhould have been x) xaypiy Tia. The Words v 
# 4p3y are us'd but in one other Place of the New Teſt. viz. in Rom. v. 6. 
where we read, When we were without ſtrength, Chriſt ald xa4p3y 
dy'd for the Ungodly, i. e. not in due time, but at the time of our 
being without ſtrength, It is very often that we meet with xaup3s 
thus us'd, when the word that ſhould mark what that time or ſeaſon 
is, is underſtood, and not expreſs'd: thus e 4a4p3 is us'd in Marr, 
viii. 29. and xxiv. 45. 1 Cor. iv. 5. and 2% ralph in Luke xii, 42. and 
xx. 10. and xxi. 8. and 1 Pet. v. 6. As ſome Word then may be 
here underſtood after x]. xa4p3y, ſo particularly the Feaſt of the 
Paſſover may; for we find many Inſtances in the LXX, where the 
time of the Paſſover is called y24p3;. as in Exod. xxiii. 15, 17, and 
xxxiv. 18. Numb. ix, 3. and particularly ver. 7. Texoevdſnar 73 d- 
poy Kupic X47 xaipoy dur, to bring a Gift unto the Lord at the ſea- 
ſon of it, i. e. of the Paſſover, mention'd in the foregoing verſe. 
From all which I conclude, that the Phraſe za7& #a453y here, muſt 
be tranſlated at the ſeaſon, and that by it may be underſtood, the time 
of the Paſſover or Feaſt, which the Evangeliſt had ſpoken of at the 
beginning of the Chapter, I have but one thing more to add upon 
this head, which is, that theſe two words are not expreſs'd at all in 
the above-mention'd Three Latin MSS. of Calmet, and Dr. Wilkins 
— that they are wanting in the Coptick, and many other Ver- 
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the Silence of the Fews on this head, in their Diſcourſes with 
FJeſus, has much more weight in it againſt a ſuppos'd Annual 
Miracle of a long ſtanding, it being not very Eaſy to conceive, 
why, when They ſo often infiſt upon having God for their Fa- 
zher, they don't urge this ſtanding Miracle at Betheſda, as a 
Proof of it; and why they ſo often mention the Miracles of 
Moſes, and the Prophets, without ever once mentioning ſo Re- 
markable a thing, as a Miraculous Cure wrought at this Pool, 
in their own days, for many years together, about the time of 
the Feaſt: Whereas upon my Suppoſition, nothing of this kind 
can be any ObjeQion; the greater the Silence, the ſtronger the 
34 But on this head I (hall have occaſion to ſay more by 
and by. | | | 

It is well known that the 4 2 Ll the Paſſover laſted eight or 
nine days, including the Days of Unleaven'd Bread: and pofli- 
bly this miraculous Quality of the Bath might have begun on 
the firſt day of it, or ſome few days before it: How the diſ- 
covery of this its healing Virtue came to be made, we are not 
told: I ſhould rather think that it was owing to Accident than 
to any divine Revelation ; It might be, that ſome Few of an 
infirm or otherwiſe Diſeas'd Conſtitution, bathing one day in 
this Pool for Pleaſure and Recreation, might find himſelf cur'd 
all on a ſudden, upon ſuch violent Motion of the Water, a 
troubled it, and as he could not account for, there being no 
Wind ſtirring that was ſtrong enough for that purpoſe. If he 
was thus cur'd, we may ſuppoſe, that upon hearing it others 
who were Diſeaſed came there the ſame, or the next day, wait- 


ing for the troubling of the Water, and boy for the ſame 


Extraordinary Reliet : and what they thus hoped for, they are 
ſaid to have found, whatever their Diſeaſe was, tho' only One, 
and he the Firſt that ſtepped in, was cured upon each Motion 
of the Water : the Report of theſe Cures added to the former 
(we may ſuppoſe) drew every day ous Numbers together, 
the Poo/ being found to have this effect every day, and (for what 
we know) ſeveral times in a day. | 
From hence it is no wonder, if at length a great Multitude 
of Impotent Folk, Blind, Halt, &c. was got together at the Pool, 
when our Saviour paſſed by, which was on the Sabbath-aay, or 
Third day after the Paſſover, and might be ſome*days after the 
Miracle was begun. 5 | 
This Motion of the Water is ſaid by the Evangeliſt, to have 
been caus'd by the Deſcent of an Angel into the Bath; who might 
therein follow a known Fewiſh way of ſpeaking, not affirming 
that an Angel did v4/ib/y deſcend 1 2 but only that there was 
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ſach a Divine Eſſect, which (4) in the Language of the Scrip- 
tures, and in the Eaſtern way of Expreſſion, is ſaid to be wrought 
by Azgels who are Miniſtring Spirits, and perform the Will of 
God on fuch occafions. . 

This is the Account of the Story which J offer to the Reader, 


as every way Conſiſtent with St. John's Narration, and in ſome 
patts neceſſarily following from it, and confirm'd by other Good 


Authorities: and my Account has this peculiar Advantage, that 
it is clear of all the Difficulties whica Mr. V. would faſten 
upon the Story; For | LI 

His firſt Queſtion is this, Nat was the true occaſion of the 
Angel's deſcent* Was it to waſh and bathe himſelf, or to impart 
a healing Quality to the Water? p. qo, 41. And the firſt part 
of this Ouettion he founds upon a peculiar Reading of the Alex. 
and other MSS. which have inſtead of za7:Cz1vey the word () 
dere: which This great Critick in the Greek Tongue thinks 


muſt neceſſarily gn y, that the Angel waſbed or bathed himſelf; 


and therefore mult /zpp2ſe (as he ſays) ſome bodily Defilement or 
Heat contracted iu the Celeſtial Regions, that wanted Refrigeras 


tion, or Purgation in theſe Waters. But a little more Know- 


* 
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(a) Grotius's Note here is, Non quod videretur n . ſed qudd 
per ſuaſum eſſet Judæis talia à Deo, nonniſi per Angelos, agi; ita ex 
motu Aqua præſentia Angeli intelligebatur, ut ex Terra motu, Mat. xxviii. 
2. And thus when the Hoſt of Sennacherib was deſtroy'd in one 


„ 


1 


night (probably by a Peſtilential Hot Wind) it is ſaid, 2 Kings xix. 


35, that an Angel of the Lord went out and ſmote in the Camp of the 
Aſſyrians, & c. where the Angelical Preſence was only Viſible in its 
Effects. 2 | 

) The Alex. Med. & Cypr. Greek MSS. and the Æthiop. Verſion, 


do all agree in reading t: and this, as it is a Juſtihable Read- 


ing, may probably have been the True one: for I don't find that 
xaraCitvev tv 711 is ever us'd to ſignify to deſcend into, any where 
in the New Teſt. or in the Old Teft, LXX. except in Judg. vii. 1, 
where the common Reading is much to be ſuſpected, and a MS. of good 
Repute gives us «5 inſtead of 2%. In all other places 246 is con- 
ſtantly us'd after 24) 2fatvar, as we have xa]:Cngav 41s ISwp, As 
viii. 38. But if, we read 2a4:Jo ey 75 xoaupCntpy, this expreſſion is 
the ſame with thoſe in 2 Kings v. 10, 12, and elſewhere. Perhaps 
the peculiar Senſe, which the word sA)o has here, not being com- 


monly known, the word zr Ct, was put in the Margin of the 


Antient MS 8. as one of the ſame ſenſe, and more intelligible; and 
from the Margin it might creep into the Text of the leſs Accurate 
Copies of St. John's Goſpel. But I offer this as Conjecture only. 


ledge 
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ledge of the Greek Tongue, might have taught him that avi Ser 
in the moſt approv'd Authors ſignifies ſometimes no more than 
na rat alyeii to plunge, or deſcend into, without having the Idea of 
waſhing or bathing annex'd to it, tho“ it be the ſame Action, 
which thoſe uſe, who go into the Water with the deſign of waſh- 
ing or bathing: It is probable, that this was all which Ekfoa 
meant, when he bid Naaman the Syrian 5 waſh himſelf ſeven 
times iu the River Jordan, 2 Kings v. 10. But what does Mr. 
. think that Homer means, when ſpeaking of a Star's riſing, 
he deſcribes it as acatuey©- ole, i. e. having ſet or deſcended 
into the Ocean? Iliad. 4. v. 6. Or what does he think that Virgil 
underſtood by that part of Homer's fine Deſcription of a high- 
mettled Horſe broke loſe, Iliad. C. v. 508. 
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when he imitates it thus in a Parallel Similitude, 


- Aſuetas aque perfundi fumiue noto? | 
| ZEneid. XI. 495. 


No doubt but the Latin Poet thought that he expreſs'd all 
that the Greek one did; and it is certain that the Senſe of both 
Poets is no more than This, that the Horſe us'd to plunge into 

the Water for the ſake of Swimming. | 

If the Angel then did not deſcend to Cool or Cleanſe him- 
ſelf, and if he did not deſcend Y:/ibly at all, weemay ſee how 
Mr. V. is more diſpoſed to be Merry than Wiſe, when he asks, 
whether the Angel deſcended with his Head or his Heels fore 
moſt &c.? p. 41. ; 

But ſtill he wants an Anſwer to the laſt part of his Queſtion, 
Whether the Angel deſcended to impart a healing Quality to the 
Water? If he 47 (fays he p. 41.) how came it that Une only was 
healed? To which I have nothing to anſwer but that it pleas'd 
God to direct it thus: But if he means, as he feems to do, ra 
expect an Account why all who ſtepp'd into the Pool or Beth 
were not alike heal'd as well as the Firſt, it may be anſwer'd, 
that in this caſe the Miracle of the Story would have been 
doubted, or deny'd, and by None {it is likely) more than by 
Himſelf: © A Fine Miracle!” he would cry; “ don't man 
« Medicinal Baths cure various kinds of Diſeaſes, and multi- 
< tudes of ſuch as Labour under each Diſeaſe, provided their 
« Caſe be a Curable one?” It is probable that his Language then 
would have been of this Sort: “ Had only One been cur'd, 
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« the Firſt that bathed every Morning, or the Firſt that could 
e pet in after ſome inviſible Motion of the Water, then there 
& would have been a Great and Real Miracle? but now the 
« Numbers make the Fact ſuſpicious: it ſeems to. have been a 
„ Natural Quality in the Waters, becauſe it is ſo Univerſal; to 
„ make it appear a Miracle, its Effects ſhould have been Con- 
ce fin'd and Limited to particular Limes and Perſons, or be 
© otherwiſe ſo circumſtantiated, as that the Power of God, and 
« not of Blind Nature, might have appear'd in it.” I appeal to 
the Reader, whether from the Turn and Make of Mr. .'s Ge- 


nius one might not expect ſuch Objections as Theſe, if the Caſe 


had truly been what he ſeems to require it ſhould be: and there- 


fore who would quarrel with ſo Reaſonable a Circumſtance of 


the StOry as This is? | | 

By what has been ſaid in the foregoing Account of this Mi- 
racle, the Reader is prepar'd to ſee the Captious Nature of ſome 
other Queſtions of this Author, viz. How often did the Angel 
deſcend? How long before Chriſt's Advent, and why not ſince? 
p. 41. For (as Lhave ſhew'd) it does not appear from any part 
of the Evangeliſt's Story, nor indeed from any other Good Au- 
thority, that this Sanative Virtue of the Pool ever happen'd before 
or after This Feaſt of the Paſſover : Till the contrary be prov'd, 
let Mr. V. take for Anſwer, that it ſeems maſt probable, for 
the Reaſons before given, that the Pool of Betheſda had this Mi- 
raculons Quality only at this Seaſon, and that probably for ſe- 
veral days together; whether it did operate above once in a Day, 
may as well be ſuppos'd as deny'd, becauſe the Story is ſilent; 
all that we know being This, that whenever the Water was 
* the Healing Quality took effect on the Firſt that ſtep- 

ed iu. | 
F But why not ſince, is the Burthen of this Author's Queſtion : 
Becauſe Providence ſo order'd it: Is not that a ſufficient An- 
wer to a meer Queſtion? Would he have us be Wiſe above 
what is written? and know the Reaſon of things for certain, 


' when thoſe Reaſons are not aſſigned? All that we can do, 


is to gueſs; and if any ſuppoſition, that we can make, be con- 
ſiſtent with the Story, and be favoured by other Parts of the 
Goſpels, and at the ſame time be ſuch as will effectually anſwer 


his Queſtion, I hope that it will be allow'd me to offer ſuch an 


one: tho? I am far from pretending to lay any Weight upon it, 
and therefore ſhall be leſs concern'd, if it ſhould appear not to 
have any ſufficient Foundation. It is but Conjecture, and as 


. . Juch only I offer the following Account to the Reader, 


This 
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This Feaſt of the Paſſover was the ſecond which was cele- 
brated, and this was the ſecond time too that Feſus was preſent 
at Jeruſalem, after he had enter'd upon his Miniſtry and begun 
to work Miracles. When he came up the firſt time, he ſeems 
to have had a Deſign ohly to celebrate the Paſſover in obedience 
to the Law, for he retir'd from Jeraſalem ſoon after it was fi- 
niſh'd; and tho' he wrought ſome Miracles there, yet we are 
not told whether they were of the Healing kind or not: We 
don't read that the Scribes or Phariſees were at that time en- 
rag' d againſt him, and therefore his Departure from thence into 
Galilee may have been owing to his own Choice of not defign- 
ing then to come and ſettle in the work of his Miniſtry at Ferz- 


ſalem: But when he had gone preaching and healing Diſeaſes 


thro? all the Cities of Galilee, and thro* molt other parts of the 


Country of Judæa, he came up at this ſecond Paſſover to Jeru- 
| ſalem, probably with intent to fix his abode there, and ſhew that 


he was he Son of God by his Power over Devils and Diſeaſes. 
What then if we ſhould ſuppoſe that Providence (by giving to 
the Pool of Betheſda this healing Quality at or a little before the 
beginning of this Feaſt) might intend to ſhew the Fews that the 
Divine Power in Jeſus was coming among them, and might 
mean the Miraculous Effect of this Pool for an Emblem only or 
Earneſt of what Jeſut was then preparing to do for them? We 
find that. God did in other Inſtances prepare the way for Chriſt; 
the Propheſies of the Old Teſtament were given for this purpoſe, 
and John the Baptiſt was declar'd his Fore- runner. And why 
might not This Miracle be of the ſame Preparatory Nature with 
Them? I may add too, that this Conjecture ſeems the more 
Reaſonable, when it is remembred that beſides the Cure of this 
Infirm Man, Jeſus healed another at this Paſſover, who had a 
wither'd Hand, and retit'd from the City, only becauſe the 
Phariſees 700k Council againſt him how they might deſtroy him. 
Matt. xii. 14. which when he knew, he withdrew himſelf fron 
them, ver. 15. but if they had not thus wickedly ſought his Ruin, 
before his time of ſuffering was come, it may be gather'd from 
the Story as not Improbable, that he would have continued 


among them a long while, perhaps the whole time of his Mi- 


niſtry. .1 lay no Weight (as I ſaid) upon all this: it is but Sup- 
poſition and ConjeQure drawn from ſome Circumſtances which 
ſeem to favour it: but ſuch as it is, it may ſuffice for an An- 
ſwer to Mr. #.'s Queſtion, Why the healing Quality was im- 
arted to the Pool at That time, and not fince? I think it may 
be ſaid that the Anſwer is at leaſt as Good as the Queſtion. 


When 
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76 The MIRACLES of 
When this Grave Queſtioner of Providence and its Vicege- 
rents asks, Lyhy no better care was taken by Providence or the 
Civil Magiſtrate about the diſpoſal of this Angelical favour, than 
to leave it to him that could firſt ſtep in? p. 42. He may know 
(if he will reflect a little) that Providence had done enough, and 
the Magiſtrate alone is concern'd in the Queſtion: but if this 
Healing Power in the Pool was a New thing (as I ſhew'd it moſt 
Probable) and ſuch as had not happen'd many Days, how does 
Mr. V. know that the Magiſtrates were yet convinc'd of the 
Reality of the Miracle? Or if they were, is he ſure that they 
thought it proper to limit to particular Perſons the Benefit of a 
Miracle which God had vifibly left at large? Or can he ſhew 
that the Magiſtrates, ſo much employ'd as they muſt have been 
at that buſy Time of the Paſſover, had Leiſure and Opportunity 
to make any Regulations about it ? | 
What (ſays he) did the Blind, aud the Halt, the Wither'd and 
Paraliticks do there? p. 47. By which he would intimate that 
their Condition put them out of all hope of ever being the Fir/# to 
ſtep in: Perhaps ſo: But they might have Friends ready there 
to aſſiſt them. And then to what purpoſe is this Queſtion? We 
find that the [»firm Man's complaint turns upon his wanting 
ſuch Aſſiſtance, and therefore we may ſuppoſe that he ſaw others 
provided with it; and the more they were, the leſs likely was he 
to get time enough to the Water. | 
here is another Objection, which Mr. V. has made, p. 47. 
made in the proper ſenſe of the word, for it is wholly owing to 
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eſſions of this Evangeliſt to parallel it, as in Ch, xii. 17, he found 


r 
{536 r nutegs ud ty ola ow T6 Wilueip, having now _ 9¹ 
| _ Pur. 


TY his own Genius for Criticiſm: What We tranſlate, A certain 

. Man was there, who had an Infirmity thirty and eight Years, he 

#3 ſays ſhould, more truly according to the Original, be tranflated 

3 thus, (2) A certain Man was there thirty and eight Tears, which 

EY. had 

0 —— I | 85 . « 8 

75 (a) The Greek is, He de Tis dr9porO- ing reales ν 

8 J rn deres: which may litterally be render d thus, There 

1 was 4 certain Man, who had paſſed (or been) thirty eight Tears in an 

9 Infrmity : But if we joyn (as Mr. W. does) the words Teraxo/Jaox]e 

pa Zn with sx, and ſuppoſe the Man to have been there ſo long, = 
= then ty ov & ee muſt be conſtru'd alone, and lignify bavi 

ot or being in ar lufirmity : But there is no Inſtance of ſuch a Gr fo 
0 Phraſe in all the New Teſtament. On the other hand, if we joyn 1 
1 TernnoJamlo ln with Yyor ov TH A , , We have ſeveral Ex- 1 


1 


Jzsvs Vndicated. 77 
dad an Infirmity. This Tranſlation muſt be allow'd to be 2a 
an Original one; but all other Truth it wants, as the Reader wil 
plainly ſee by the Note below; where it appears that Our Ver- 
ſion is moſt Certainly a Right one, and His moſt Probably a 
Wrong, I mean as to Grammar and St. John's Idiom; for as 
to the Senſe he declares that his Tranflation brings an Abſurdity 
upon the Story, and for this reaſon alone it ſeems as if he chooſes 
it. And yet upon no better a Foundation than ſuch a poor 
ece of Criticiſm he falls out with the [firm Man for waiting 
© long at the Pool, St. John is a Romancer, the fit Man is a 
Fool, and Mr. V. rails at His Patience, till he ſeems to loſe 
all his Own. | | 
I come now to the Laſt Objection (Mr. V. indeed has plac'd 
it in the Front) againſt the Truth of this Story, which is, that 
ANT F 17 5 nor any other Jewiſh Writers have made mtu 
tion of it, p. 38. | 
Now ee Weight their Silence may have againſt the 
fuppoſition of ſuch Miracle laſting among the Fews for any 
conſiderable Number of Years, yet it favours and ſtrengthens 
my Suppoſition; for becauſe no Few: Writer mentions it, 
therefore it ſeems to have never happen'd but at this Feaſt : Bur 
perhaps he may expect a Reaſon, why, tho? it happend but once, 
this Ozce is paſd'd over and unmention'd by all the Jeuiſh Wri- 
ters. If Mr. V. knows any thing of theſe matters, he might 
remember that the eus who wrote in or about Chr: time are 
very few in Number, except the Authors of the New Teſta- 
ment, tho' his Exprefſion All would inſinuate that there was a 
great Plenty of them. The Writers of the two Targums, with 
Philo and Foſephus, are All; the firſt of which wrote their Para- 
phraſes on the Old Teſtament before this Miracle was vouch- 
ſafed to the Pool; Philo indeed and Foſephas wrote after it; bat 
Philo lived at a great diſtance from the Fact, as far as Alexanadriz 
in Egypt; and Foſtphns was not born *till after this had hap- 
*d. Is not here room then to ſuppoſe that a Miracle which 
ſted fo few Days {as I have ſhew'd) might never have come to 
their Ears? Or if they had heard of it, might not they both 
have been in doubt, far want of knowing all its Circumſtances, 


— 


1 


four days in the Grave. And in the very next Verſe to this which 
we are conſidering, it is ſaid of this * Man that Jeſus knew 
071 m0Aw nd'n yeovoy Eye, that he had now paſſed or been a long 
time in an Infirmity. And therefore the common Tranſlation is the 
only one which is truly according to the Original, | 

| whether 
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whether it was not a Natural Effect rather than a Divine one? 


- We ” 
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Might not Philo particularly, who was jealous of the Honour 
of the Fewiſh Temple in Egypt, have look'd upon it as an Ar- 
tifice of the Few: Prieſts at Fernſalem to ſhew that God was 
viſibly among them, and to argue from thence that he did not 


| approve of any Temple erected to his Service elſewhere? But 


for Joſephus we have not This to ſay; he was a Worſhipper at 
the Temple in Ferzſalem, he liv'd and was brought up there, 
and could not He have known the Truth of the Caſe? If 
Mr. V. ſhould be diſpos'd to ask this Queſtion, I would remind 
him that his Great Hiſtorian was not ſo Fair a Dealer in ſome 
Inſtances, as might be expected. What he wrote, he wrote for 
the Information of the Greet and Learned Romans, who were 
Heathens, and he ſeems all along ia his Hiſtories to be very 
tender of dwelling too much upon Miracles: he has omitted 
the mention of ſome, and has endeavour'd by Natural Cauſes 
to account for others of thoſe very Miracles of Moſes, which 
he undoubtedly did Believe and Teach too, as he was a Fewifp 
Prieſt : The Caſe was, that he was afraid to make his Hiſtory 


appear Incredible to his Readers, and therefore he ſoftened ſome 


things which he was oblig'd to mention, and wholly omitted 


others which had no Publick Conſequence: An Inſtance of this 


(among many others) we have in what he ſays of the Paſſage of 


the Iſraelites thro' the Red-Sea, that the Fact might not ſeem 


a) incredible (as he expreſſes himſelf), he puts in a Doubt, 
Whether the Parting of the Waters on that occaſion was cazs'd 


by the Command of God, or by the Natural courſe of things, and 


refers (as to a Parallel Event) to what befell Alexander and his 


Army at the Pamphylian Sea. | 
From one of this turn, is it to be expected that He ſhould 


relate this Miracle at the Pool, fo much leſs Remarkable than that 


of Moſes? Joſephus's ſilence therefore about this Story of the 
Pool is no more an Argument againſt it, than Mr. 's Out- 
cries are: It may be True, tho' the One has ſaid nothing con- 
cerning it, and notwithſtanding all that the Other has ſaid 
againſt it. JED | 

After all, let Mr. V. tell me, to what End and Purpoſe 


ſhould St. Fohn romance in this particular Story: Did this Mira- 


SD 


(a) Oxvpdos piſs TY AoYs D o cor, & &pyalios d 


7 ba of Land 
zun crunpide Gods Y d,, Fardanc, 675 x7) BrAngrv Oe, ae 


N WT t more Y Tol, wipt ANC & & . Antiqu. Jud. 
2. c. 16. 2 | 


7 


cle 


FD 


7 


5 IST 


%z 


we — Ry cc W „ 6 ä * 92 — — 9 1 


| a _-- o » 

JE sus Vindicated. 75 

ele do any Honour to Jeſus? Or had it any neceſſary Connection 
with that which he wrought on the Infirm Man? If St. John 
had not known it to be True, or at leaſt if the current Report 
of the Jeus had not run this way, would he have mentionꝰd 
it, when the Cure that his Maſter wrought was equally the 
ſame Miraculous one, whether this Pool had ever had ſuch a 
Healing Quality or not? Theſe Queſtions I leave with him, in 
return for the Many which he has ask'd about this Story; and 1 
now call upon him to allow (as he ſays he will) St. Johns 
Word to paſs ſooner than another Man's, if the Account was not 
loaded with Improbabilities, p. 39. I have taken the Load off 
from it, and therefore I hope that he will permit us to take the 
benefit of his Conceſſion. 75 Rn Tos : 
2. $. But it is time to come to the other Part of the Story, 


which we are more nearly intereſted in, I mean the Miraculons 


Cure which Jeſus perform'd upon the Man whe was there at the 
Pool, and had had an Infirmity for thirty and eight Tears. 

To this Mr. VJ. Objects two things, 

That Jeſus by healing only One out of the great multitude of 
Impotent Folk at the Pool, ſhew'd either want of Power, or want 
of Mercy and Compaſſion, p. 49, 50. and by 

That, becauſe we don't know what the Man's Infirmity was, 
there neither is, nor can be proved to be any thing ſupernatural in 
7, P. 34, 53. | | 

Fo? the Firſt of theſe Obje&ions it may be anſwer'd, that 


Feſus, who knew what was in Man, might know this [firm Man 


to be the Fitteſt Object on account of his Good Diſpoſition to 


receive and be thankful for ſuch a Gracious Favour; or Feſws 


might conſider him as more Helpleſs than the Reſt, becauſe (as 
the Man himſelf ſaid) he had no one, when the Water was 


troubled, to put him into the Pool; or if neither of theſe two 


Reaſons will ſatisfy Mr. V. that which St. 70% affigns ſhould 
(ee would think) be ſufficient not only to anſwer his Queſtion, 

ut to have prevented it: for St. John uſhers in the Account of 
this Man's Cure with ſaying, Jeſus knew that he had been now 
a long time in that Caſe, ver. 6. His Diſtemper had continued 
on him for thirty eight Years; and was not that a Circumſtance 
to move Compaſſion? Might not that juſtify the ſingling of him 


out of the Number, as the propereſt Object for Relief? 


And how does it appear from hence, that there was any want 
of Power in Feſus? for ſurely by the ſame Power with which 
he healed One, if it was Miraculous, he might heal Many : all 
Cures are alike to a Divine Hand: Admit that Jeſus wrought 
one, and you muſt admit that he could have wrought more, Naa 
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they 


1 he had pleas'd : when it is ſaid that he could dp uo mighty works th 
1650 at Nazaretb, Mark vi. 4. it is not meant that he had not Power 2 
. to do them, as This Happy Commentator on the New Teſta- c 
4 ment underſtands it (Diſc. 2. p. 15.) but that Jeſus did not or tr: 
15 amd not, becauſe they, with whom he was, were not quali- he 
of fy'd with any Good Diſpoſitions to made a right uſe of them. do 
4 If Mr. . ſnould think this a Comment of m/ Owa upon the 

175 Words, I could ſhew it to be St. Marthew's, ch. xiii. 58. and do; 
9 ſupport it better than He ever did any Comment of his Own; as 
* for I could give him Proofs (and thoſe as many as he ſhall call tra 
5 for) that + & H, e mult neceſſarily have this ſigniſication. of 
2 | Mr. V. is not ſo ſoon ſatisfy'd; for he goes on to ſay be. 
5 that St. Mattheu, St. Mark, and St. Lake tell us ſuch Stories of It. 
* Jelas's healing Power, es would inchue #5 to think that he cur 4 on 
1 all wherever ve came, becauſe he bealed all manner of Diſeaſes, Fa 
I p- 0. They may iucline a heedleſs Reader of their Goſpels to bu 
. think ſo, or a ious one may this ſay whether he thinks fo or * 
44 not: For if the Evangeliſts have ſaid that be healed all manner W 
1 of Diſeaſes, does it follow from thence that they lay he heal'd Cc 
4 ell wherever be came? if he cur'd ſome who were Blind at one for 
il time, the Lame at another, and ſo at different times cured the hin 
4 Diſeas d of every kind, or if he cur'd all ſorts at any one time, yet 
mY this is enough to make good the Aſſertion; all that can be con- Ws 
* cluded from it is, that there was no ſort of Diſeaſe which Feſws * 
1 did not ſhew himſelf able to cure: and the Evangeliſts expreſly I 
3g tell us the very contrary to what this Author concludes ;' for obl 
Wo Inſtance, St. Mark ch. vi. 4. ſays, that at Nazareth be could do on! 
A eo aighty works, ſave that he laid bis Hands upon @ few fuck Folk of 
74 : | 
5 and healed them; there were others therefore in the ſame condi- ſtar 
95 tion whom he did not heal. The Evangeliſts (1 grant) do of- 2 
3 ten ſpeak of Feſus's healing all manner of Diſeaſes, as St. Matt. ſho 
th ch. xii. 15. ſays that when the Multitude follow'd Feſws, be heal- It, 
1 ed them all; and ch. xiv. 14. that auben they followed him on Tn 
nd Foot owt of the Cities awtoe 4 Deſart place, he was mov'd with ed 
12 —— toward them aud bealed them. But mould it not be ell 
1 ider d that in both theſe Caſes, thoſe that were healed, were n 
bot ſuch as followed Jeſus, and thereby manifeſted their Belief that bi 
de was come from God, and was therefore able to heal them? mat 
9 g In this firm perſuaſion they left their habitations and came to bir, for 
2" as the Learned Biſhop of Litchfield expreſs'd himſelf, and there- wh 
10 by guarded his Aſſertion from that very Exception which Mr. CY 
Y #. has made to it: And was This the Caſe here, at the Paol? as t 
0 The great Multitude that was preſent at it, Feſus found there of 1 
a When he paſſed by; they came net to him, 10 tar from it that and 
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they lay there in hopes of being cur'd by other means than Je- 
us Power. What then? if ſome 1 ſay that Feſws 
ealed all the ſick that followed him, does St. Jobn give a Con- 
any Account, when he tells us that at this Pool Feſas did ant 
heal above one of thoſe who did not follow him? What Trifling 
does Mr. V. put off with the Air of Argument! | 
His ſecond Objection to this Miracle is, that becanſs we 
don't know what the Man's Infirmity was, there neither rs, mor 
can be prov'd to be any thing ſupernataral in it. On the con» 
trary I undertake to ſhew that let the Infirmity have been 
of what ſort ſoever he pleaſes, provided he allows it to have 
been a Diſtemper, there was a Miracle wrought in the Cure of 
it. The Original word æ e ,- is always in the Gofpels ns'd 
on theſe occaſions, to ſignify a Diſeaſe or Diſtemper ; and the 
Fathers generally thought this Man's to have been a Palſeys 
but we will take the loweſt Senſe of the Word, and ſuppoſe 
it was only a Weakneſs in his Limbs; yet confider that it was 
Weakneſs of thirty eight Years Continuznce; and as it was a 
Confirm'd one, fo it had prevail'd upon him to a Great degree, 
for he was forc'd to have his Bed or Chair brought along with 
him to the Pool fide. Such was his deplorable condition, and 
yet upon Jeſus's only ſaying to him, Riſe, take up thy Bed, and 
walk, we are told that he was zmmediately made whole and took 
his Bed and walked. The Cure, you ſee, was effected in a 
Aoment, and was ſo Compleat an one, as that from being 
oblig*d to reſt himſelf on his Bed, he was immediately able ner 
only to walk, but to carry his Bed: and is there here no evident mark 
of a Supernatural Power in Feſus ? No, ſays Mr. . p. 53. for In- 
ſtances may be given of Infirmities of a lung Duration, which 
in time, and eſpecially in Old Age wear off. How Old Age 
ſhould be a Cure, I am not at leiſure to enquire ; but allowi 
it, what are ſuch Inſtances to the purpoſe here? for this Man's 
Infirmity is not repreſented as wearing . by time, but as heal» 
ed in a moment: and therefore Mr. . contradicts the Evan- 
eliſt, when he adds, ho knows but this was the Caſe of the 


mpotent Man, whoſe Infirmity Feſns obſerving to be wearing off, 


bid him be gone, and take up his Couch, for he would ſoom be 
made whole * Mr. V. may know that this was not the Caſe; 
— Me John tells him that the Man was immediately made 
whole. | 
Still Mr. . has one Refuge; for he ſuppoſes that ſuch Cores 
as theſe may be perform'd without a Divine Power, by the Help 
of Imagination only, 110 35. This Topick he inſiſts upon here, 
and elſewhere in his Di courſes, and therefore * it 
EN | iſtinctly. 
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diſtinctly. That there may in many Caſes have been Cures of 


Chronical Diſeaſes brought about by the help of a ſtrong Ima- 


gination, this Author ſuppoſes ; but without enquiring whether 
this Suppoſal of his has any Foundation, I will allow the Fa& 
for Argument's ſake, tho? it is much to be doubted, whether he 
can make good what he has advanced here : But however that 
be, yet this we may be Certain of, that in every Caſe which we 
have any credible Account of, there is one Circumſtance which 
plainly diſtinguiſhes them from the miraculous Cures wrought 


by Jeſus, viz. They were never effected at once, and in a 


Moment: But when Surprize, Joy, and a ſtrong Faith that he 


ſhould be cur'd, had ſo work'd upon the Patient, as to give a 


new Turn and Motion to his Spirits, and to the Juices of his 
Body, he has only begun from that Moment to find an Amend- 
ment; and the Impreſſion of the ſame Paſſions remaining ſtrong 
upon him afterwards, he has recover'd by Degrees, and in 
Length of time the Cure has been compleated, Nature helping 
to finiſh what the Imagination had imperfectly begun: This 
may be affirm'd to be the true Account of all thoſe Chronical 
Dileaſes, ſuch as the King: Evil, &c. which this Author ſup- 
poſes to have ever been cur'd by the Help of Imagination. | 
But it is Remarkable, that in this Miracle, which is before us, 
there is no room to ſuppoſe any Help from the Imagination; 
for the Infirm Man did not ſo much as know Feſws, even af- 
ter he was healed; he wiſt not who it was, that had bid him zake 
2p his Bed and walk, as St. Jobn aſſures us Verſe 13. and when 
Jeſus ſaid to him at the Pool, Wili thou be made whole ? it is 
plain by his Anſwer (Sir, I have no Man when the Water is trou- 
bled, «a, that he expected nothing leſs than to be heal'd by a 
ower in Jeſus. In this caſe then how could Imagi- 

zation contribute to his Cure? It all lay the other way, againſt . - 
ſus's Power, and if it operated at all, would more naturally have 
prevented a Cure than forwarded it. Let us never then be told 
for the future, that this Infirm Man's Cure was owing to Ima- 
gination, when it apppears, that he knew not who Feſus was, 


and was waiting for Relief from another Quarter, of which too 


he almoſt deſpair'd. | | 
From what has been ſaid, it may be concluded that the Cure 
wrought by Feſzs upon the Infirm Man, was and is prov'd to be 
a Supernatural one, whatever his Infirmity was; and for this 
Concluſion, I have not only the Reaſons before mention'd, but 
Mr. V. s own Confeſſion, Diſc. 4. p. 9. where, in the Blind 
Man's Caſe, he allows that if Jeſus had ud no Medicines, if 
with @ Word of his Mouth, be bad cared the Man, and he had 
| | | Inſtantaneouſly 
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Tuftantaneonſly recover d, as the Word was ſpoken,” here would 
have been a Real and Great Miracle, let the Blindeſs or Imper- 
fection of the Man's Sight before be of what kind or degree ſdever. 
Every Circumſtance, which he requires towards making a True 
Miracle in the Blind man's Caſe, is exactly found in this Infirm 
Man's; and therefore I hope that Mr. . will be convinc'd, if 
not by what I have ſaid, yet by what he himſelf has ſaid, that 
the Literal Story of this Miracle ſhews it to be a Real and 
Great one. 8 


II. Another Miracle of Jeſus, which gives great Offence to 
Mr. V. on account of the Literal Story, is (a) his Healing the 
Paralytick, who was let down thro" the Roof of the Houſe ubere 
* _ at Capernaum. __ „ Ae Ing 

I his Story he calls the oſt Monſtron ur able 
aud Incredible of any, accotding to ! 2 p. Fl. his is 
His way of entering upon every Miracle, he deſcribes every 
one as the Worſt; but the Reader has already ſeen ſo much of 
his manner of handling Miracles, as not to be overborn with 
ſuch a General Attack as This: What Mr. V. has to offer 
in proof of this Aſſertion, fhall be fully conſider'd, after I 
have laid before the Reader in one view the True Circumſtances 
of the Story. | 

Jeſus came to Capernaum (Mark ii. 1.) and entring into a 
Houſe where he had been accuſtom'd to lodge, the People gf 
the City hearing of it, gather'd together about the Houle in great 
Numbers, ſo that there was no room to receive them, no, not ſo 
much as about the Door, ver. 2. On this Occaſion Feſ#s being 
within the Houſe preached the Word to them: If he was in a 
Ground-Room, by the r T2% 7b 3ypay muſt be meant the 
Porch or Veſtibule of the Houſe; but if he was in an Upper- 
Room (which is more likely) theſe Words muſt be underſtood 
of the Area, or Court-Yard, or Space between the Outer-Wall 


and the Houſe it ſelf: And in this Caſe it may be preſum'd that 


he taught the Crowd from ſome Window of the Upper-Room, 
ſo as that thoſe who were within the Room where he was, and 
thoſe who were Below in the Yard might all at once hear his 
Doctrine. The Story being ſilent about the Floor in which Jeſus 
was, we may chooſe that Suppoſition which moſt favours the 
Literal Account. | 8 


r 
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(a Mr. W.'s Diſcourſe 4. p. 51. The Story is recorded 178. War] | 
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It is well knowyn, both from the Sacred Writers and others: 
that the Few: Houſes (as they always are in the Eaſtern Coun- 
tries) were built low, having ſeldom above TWO Floors or Sto- 
ries; and that the Tops of them (called S#y.27a) were not co- 
vered with ſloping Roots as Ours are, but were flat, and ſur- 
- rounded with Battlements breaſt high to prevent falling, as God 
himſelf had commanded, Deut. xxii. 8. Upon theſe flat Tops 
of their Houſes the Jews us'd to walk in the Cool of the Day, 
as David did, 2 Sam. xi. 2. or to fit at any Hour of the Day 
under a Tent or other Cover to ſerve them for a Shade; thus @ + 
Tent was pitch'd for Abſalom on the Houſe-Top, 2 Sam. xvi. 22. 
And it was not unuſual with the -Fews to perform Religious 
Worſhip there, for not only the Jews burnt Incenſe upon them to 
all the Hoſt of Heaven, as Ferem. tells us, chap. xix. 13. but 
St. Peter is ſaid in Act. x. . to 124 been praying upon the 
1 about the fixth Hour. And this Cuſtom is farther N 


— 


confirm'd by the Command which our Saviour gave to his 
Diſciples, Flare. x. 27. that what they heard in the Ear they 
ſhould preach upon the Houſe-Tops : Which Command ſeems 
to intimate too that the Jewiſh Houſes were not commonly ar 
higher than Two Stories, for otherwiſe the Houſe- Tops would th 
have been too high for any to have preached from them ſo as Cz 
to be heard. . N | 5 ar 
And as their Houſes were thus Low, and the Roofs of them th 
Flat, fo there was a Way from within the Houſe out upon the BW 
Roof by a Pair of Stairs, at the Top of which was (a) a Door | N 
Which lay even with the Roof, but was lifted up upon occa- 
ſion for a Paſſage out, and had no doubt ſome faſtening to ſe- fo 
cure the Houſe from Thieves. 8 « & 
Nor was This the only way up to the Roof, for on the Out- | 
fide too of the Houſe, the Fews had [as well (Y) as other Na- N 
tions) a fix d Pair of Stairs or Ladder, by which they could. | 
_—_— from the Ground to the Roof without entring into the th 
one. | | x | . 


The former of theſe Aſſertions appears plainly from our Sa- 
viour's Advice to the Fews, when ſpeaking of the Swiftneſs 
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(a) See Lightfoot's Quotations to this purpoſe out of the Talmud, 
where it is called the Way of the Roof, 0 2 
(b) Among the Greeks too the ſame Cuſtom ſeems to have pre- \ 
vail'd; for in the Pheniſſe of Euripides, Antigone goes out of the 
Houſe, and by a zaiuaz made of Cedar mounts up to the Roof, as 
may be ſeen by comparing ver. 99, 100 and 201 together.. $ 
| „„ witt 
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KH with which the General Deſtruction was to overtake their Na. 
| tion, he ſays, Mark xiii. 15. Let him that is on the Houſe*Top, 
not go down into the Houſe, neither enter therein to take any thing 
ont of the Houſe, And the latter Aſſertion may be fairly drawn 
from the ſame Words of our Saviour, becauſe the Advice fip- 
poſes that there was another and a nearer way of deſcending © 
from the Houſe-T op, which is not to be underſtood (we may 
be ſure) of venturing their Necks by throwing themſelves down 
from it; nor can it well be underſtood of any other.than a Pair 
7 _— or ſtanding Ladder plac'd on the Outſide of their 
Jouſes. "yy 5 
This then being generally the Faſhion of the Few: Houſes, 
was probably the Faſhion of That at Capernaum: where, while 
: Pole was preaching to the People, and while the Room where 
ä e ſtood was filled, and even the Space about the Door below 
was crowded with Hearers, a Man ſick of the Palſy was —_ 
in a Couch or (a) fort of Elbow Chair, by four Perſans who 
carried him: And when his Bearers could not find a Way thro? 
the Crowd about the Door, becauſe the Multitude wasſo Great 
and ſo very Attentive, they bethought themſelves of going round 
the Houſe, and getting at ear by, another way; which Was to 
carry the Paralytick ,up the Stairs on the Outſide of the Houſe, 
and by that Method they brought him up upon the Roof: When 
they were got thus far, it ſeems that they found the Door (or 
Way of the Roof, as the Fewiſh Rabbins call it) ſhut and faſten'd, 
Which they had hoped to convey the fick Man down inte the 
oom where Feſus was. Lo work then the Bearers go, and 
force open the Door of the Roof, which St. Mark exprefles by 
ct es c c Tiv n, they uncover'd the Roof, i. e. (b) they open'd 


* 
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(a) St. Mark calls it yp4CCaJos, and St, Luke xAaividuer: ſo that 
theſe two words are ſynonymous. Now Heſychius explains the word 
G O10 by <uTiAts KAIVI ov jprovorotTION, from whence it may 
be remark'd that there were xAiſia no larger than for One per- 
ſon only, and of a much ſmaller ſize than the word Bed conveys 
an Idea of to an Engliſh Reader. And this ſeems to be the Size of 
the Bed or Chair in this place; for tho' Four perſons help'd to car 
the Sick man in it, yet it was no larger than what He alone coul 
; carry, when he was heal'd by Jeſus, as appears by the Story. ' 
= M ) That this is the Senſe of St Mark's words, appears from con- 
\ fidering, that if the Door reſembled the Trap-doors at the Top of 
fome of our Houſes, and if, when let down, it lay even with the 
Roof, it was properly a Part of the Roof; and of conſequence the 
lifting or forcing it up was uncovering the Roof. e 
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the Door, which lying Even with the Roof, was a Part of it, 


when it was let down and ſhut: And becauſe they us'd Force 4 
in opening the Door, St. Lake ſpeaks of them as (a) SCU a 
breaking it up, or rather pulling it out of the Frame. And ha- . 


ving done this, they let down the Couch and the Sick Man upon 
it (probably two of them going firſt down to receive the Bed, and 
the other two letting it gently down into their Arms) which in 
St. Luke's Phraſe is J14 Toy tue x E, they let him down 
thro the tiling, i. e. thro* the Roof, which, except where the 
Door was, was pav'd with ( 4 Tiles: By theſe means they 
brought the Paralytick into the Room, and found no difficult 
matter to place him in the midſt before Jeſus. Upon this Feſas 
ſeeing how great the Faith of this Man and his Bearers was, 
who had taken ſo much pains to get at him, was pleas'd, on 
this occaſion, to heal the Paralytick in a Miraculous manner, 
as the Sequel of the Story aſſures uss. ; 
If this Account be a True, or at leaſt a Probable one, as it 
ſeems to be both from the Account it ſelf, and the Notes ſub- 
joyn'd to it, we may be able to give a ſatisfactory Anſwer to 
the Charge of Abſurdities which Mr. . has brought in ſach 
Plenty againſt the Literal Story. | 
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(a) This word #Zopv=ar]t; is omitted in the Camb. Greek MS. and 
it is not expreſs'd in the Old Latin MS. of the Abby of Corbie, nor 
indeed in the Syr. Perſic. and Æthiop. Verſions. But there is no need 
to ſuppoſe the Greek word not to be genuine; for we may under- 
ſtand by it, no more than pulling, or forcing the Door out of its 
Frame, without any digging, or uſing of Inſtruments for that pur- 
poſe: The Vulg. has patefacientes, which comes to the ſame in effect 

with 2ZopuZay]:s. and does not imply, that there was any digging 
us'd in the opening of it: but only that the Door was broken open, 
or pulled out, in which Senſe St. Paul uſes this very word, Gal. iv. 
15. 1d oobaaues Vuor tcoputas]es, pulling out your Eyes, i. e. by 
force, but not by digging, in the proper and ſtrict meaning of the 
word. It may be obſerv'd too that the Couch or Chair not being 


Oo (AP RM ht Hm, hh FAQ tity o oQ ag ese Wane, „ 


a Large one (as we ſhew'd in the Note (a) p. 85) it might be let or . 
earried down, with the ſick man upon it, without widening the Paſ- tl 
ſage, or making any Hole about it. n 
(b) Kéααν and 26% , (or yn) are ſynonymous words in the fi 
_ Greek Authors, as Steph. in voce x4pzpG- informs us: who adds, Pol- t\ 
dux tradit non ſuo tempore folum, y4payoy fuiſſe vocatum ipſum Tey ©, h. 
fed Ariftophanem pope ita appellaſſe in Cocalo: And the ſame thing / 
y comparing v. 1286. of Ariſtoph. Veſpa together * 


may be obſery'd 
wich ze Note pf the Ancient Scholiaſt upon it. 
1 6 He 
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He begins with asking, What did the People ſo throng and 
preſs for? Was it (lays he) to ſee Feſus work Miracles? then the 
People fruſtrated their own Expectations by not making way for 
the Paralytick. But tho' the Intent of ſome that comies the 

Door might be to be healed by him, yet it is probable that the 
Greater part might have come to hear his Doctrine (with which 
St. Luke tells us, Ch. iv. 32. that they had been 4ſfoniſbed, 
when FJeſus was the laſt time among them); and they certainly 
who came on this Account did not fruſtrate their own Ex- 
pectations in not giving way to this Paralytick : on the con- ; 
trary, if they had retir'd to make room for him, then they 1 
__ have furniſh'd Mr. V. with more Ground for this O 1 
1 =: | | 

But he goes on, Was it then to hear Feſus preach ? No (lays 
he) for Capernaum was Feſus's own Country, and therefore be 
was without Honour there. The Fact is falſe, and therefore his 
Concluſion from it muſt be groundleſs; for Capernaum was 
not Jeſus's owsz Country, but Nazareth, which the Evangeliſts 
juſtly call ſo, becauſe he lived there for the beſt part of thirty 
years. How unhappy is this Author that he can never once de. 
viate into Truth! It is ſaid indeed by the Evangeliſts that 
7 ſus had been twice at Capernaum before this time; but of his. 

rſt time of going thither we read, that he continued there not 
many days, John ſi. 12. When he went the ſecond time, tho? 
St. Matt. ch. iv. 13. ſays that he zaT&#nowv in Capernaum, yet 
from (a) St. Mark's account of the matter it ſeems as if Zeſws 
ſtaid there but one Day and one Night; if I ſhould allow 
Mr. V. the moſt that he can poſſibly draw from it, yet his 
Abode there muſt have been but for a few days; and with this 
Account St. Matthew's Word xarwrnaer well agrees, which 
may as well be render'd he ſojourn'd or houſed there, as he dwelt 
there, as Leigh has ſhewn in his Critica Sacra. I confeſs that, 
tho* no Evangeliſt calls Capernaum Jelus's own Country, yet 
St. Matt ix. 1. ſeems to mean this Place when he calls it Je- 
ſas's. own City: Here Mr. . may think (if he pleaſes) that! 
yield up the Point, and grant him, tho' not the ſame, yet ſome- 
thing Equivalent to what he aſſerted. But I would adviſe him 
not, to triumph too ſoon, for I aſſure him that this Conceſ- 
fion will never ſerve his purpoſe : Tho' Jeſus had been but 
twice at Caperaaum before this Time we are ſpeaking of, and 
had ſtaid there ſo little a while each time, yet after the Cure of 
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(a) See ch. i, v. 21, 29, 32, and 35- compar'd together, 
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this Paralytick, Jeſus during the reſt of his Life frequently went 
down to Capernaum, and made long Abodes there; he ſeems 
to have choſen it for the Ordinary place of his Refidence, and 
therefore St. Mattheu (who wrote his Goſpel after the Death 
of Feſu:) might properly enough call it h own City, tho? it 
had not a Right to that Name at the time when Jeſus heal'd 
there the Man who was tick of the Palſy. So that if Capers 
Haum was not Feſus's own Country in any Senſe, nor his owsn 
City at that time when the People flock'd to hear him, the 
Proverb that a Prophet is without. honour in his own Country 
is no Objection to this Circumſtance of the Story. If the Evan- 
geliſts may be believ'd, we find that the laſt time before this Ap- 
pearance of Feſ#s in Caperuaum, all the City was gather'd to- 


gether at the Door, where he was, Mark i. 33. and they were 


aftonifhed at his Doctrine, for his word was with Power, Luke 
iv. 32. If he left them then in ſuch Amazement, it is no won- 
der that at this third time of his coming they flock'd about him 
in great Numbers. | | NY 

But @vby (fays Mr. .) had not the Paralytick and his Beur- 
ers the Patience to wait till the Crowd was diſperſed? The Man 
at the Poul of Betheſda had too much Patience, it ſeems, and 
This Man too [:zz/e: Any thing will ſerve for an Objection, 1 


perceive; But if this Paralytick and his Bearers had not Patience, 


to Mr. is Size, what is that to the Miracle? And yet per- 
haps they were not fo blameable for their Eagerneſs, as he ima- 
gines : For how could they know but that Jeſus might leave 
the City as ſoon as he had done preaching, and before the Crowd 
was well diſperſed? If this was their Fear, it was no Unlike- 
Jy- one to happen; for when Jeſus was laſt among them, the 
Crowd continued about his Door till Night (very probably till 
late at Night, as the Circumſtances ſeem to ſhew) and he left 
the City in the Morning a great while before Day, Mark i. 35. 
And why might not his Departure be as ſudden now? Thus 
the Sick man and his Bearers might have reaſon'd; and if they 
did, they reaſon'd better than Mr. V. has done in any part of 
his Diſcourſes, at leaſt than he does in what follows. 

If they could not (ſays he) get to the Door of the Houſe for 
abe Preſs, of conſequence they could not come at the Sides of it. 
Some men have their peculiar ways of arguing, and this Mr. . 
may call one of His, without fear of Envy. For where is the 
Conſequence? If the Door was crowded, muſt that whole Side 
of the Houſe be ſo too? Or if that Side was crowded, had the 
Houſe no other Sides? Muſt it not have had Three others? 

And why will not he (in pity) allow One of them to one 
: deen 
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been Clear for the Faralytick to have come up to it? if the 
Crowd came to hear Jeſus teach, it feems molt probable that 


they were all got together on that Side only from whence he 


was teaching. | 
Well, but the Sick Man (ſays he p. 57.) was hawP4d and heay- 


ed up to the Top of the Houſe with Ropes and Ladders. Here 
he doubts not but he has got hold of an Abſurdity in the Lite- 


ral Story; but he has no faſt hold of it, as will appear; 
for there was no need of hawling or heaving, of Ropes or 
Ladders to be brought, if my Account of the Fewifp Houſes 
be a True, or even a Probable one. All that the Bearers had 
to do, was to carry the Sick man round about by ſome private 
way to that fide of the Houſe, where the Stairs or Ladder was, 
which led from the Ground to the Honſe-Top: up theſe Stairs 


they carried him with no more trouble than they had been at 


to bring him down the Stairs of his own Houſe. 
Still Mr. W. is not ſatisfy'd, he has Abſurdities in Store to 

charge the Literal Account with; ſuch as zncover:mg the Roof, 

and breaking up Tiles, Spars and Rafters; and making a Hole 


capacions enough fur the Man and his Bed to be let thro, p. 57. 


It was well (ſays he) if Jeſus and his Diſciples eſcap d with only 
a Broken Pate, by the falling of the Tiles, and if the reſt were 
not ſmather'd with Daft, p. 58. But here Mr. . raiſes a Daft 
without occafion; for if there was (as I ſhew'd to be Proba- 


ble) a Door on the Roof of the Houſe which lay Flat and 


Even with the Roof, the Bearers had nothing to do but to force 
and pull it Open: and for this they might only draw fome 


Nails, and take off the Hinges, or they might only break part 


of the Door or Door-Frame: All which might be done with- 
out raiſing any troubleſome Duſt, or breaking the Pate of any 
one below with the Tiles, even tho? we ſhould ſuppoſe that this 
Door of the Roof was directly over the Room, where Jeſus 
and his Diſciples were: But why may not we ſuppoſe that the 
Stairs up to the Roof, and the Door at the Top of them were 
Without the Room, as they commonly are among Us? If they 
were, what will become then of Mr. . 's fancied Abſurdity? 
In this Caſe the raiſing of tome Daſt, and the dropping of a 
few Tiles would fall ſhort of all the miſchief which he (it ſeems} 
is fo very apprehenſive of. 


Mr. V. has (I perceive). look'd into ſome of · our Commen- 


tators on this Chapter, and takes Notice that Dr. — + x and 
Dr. Whitby have both maintain'd that the Roots of the Few- 
7 Houſes were Flat, and had a Door in them, by which the 


Jews us'd to aſcend to the Tops of their Houſes, p. 58. oy | 
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he doubts whether what theſe Learned Men have faid comes 
up to the Caſe here, and is conſiſtent with the ſeveral Expref- 
ſions us'd by St. Mark and St. Late on this occaſion; That it 
is conſiſtent , I have already ſhew'd; and therefore I ſhall only 
take Notice of what he adds, To indulge them in their Notion, 
1 may ast them, What occaſion was there then of widening the - 
Door-way, and breaking down the Sides of it? p. 59. There 
was no occaſion, I believe, nor is any mention made of the 
Bearers doing this; the word $op1uZa:]-5 (as I ſaid before) ne- 
ceſſarily implying no more than that they pull'd the Door open 
by force: and therefore if theſe be all the Objections which 
Mr. V. has to make againſt the Notions of thoſe Learned Men, 
they may ſtill paſs for Able Commentators, in the Number of 
which Mr. W. will never be reckon'd. Co 
4 All this while (ſays Mr. W. pag. 58.) where was the Good 
4 Man of the Honſe ? He was prefent, we may ſuppoſe; but if 
77 ſo little miſchief was done by the Entrance made for the Sick 

man and his Bed, the Good man of the Houſe had not all the 
] _  Provocation, which the Queſtion ſuppoſes : in Crowds and 
4 Throngs Men are content to bear ſome ſmall Inconvenience: 
; 


it is generally in vain for them to complain of a Mob, whoſe 
Fagerneſs is too great to be reſtrain'd by the Outcry of One 
Man: and perhaps this Maſter of the Houſe might be ſo atten- 
; tive to Jeſus's preaching that he might not perceive what was 
3 doing above at the Door, till it was done and the Entrance 
A made ; eſpecially if the Door and the Stairs leading up to it 
were without the Room where Jeſus and He were: or (it may 
1 be) he was Unwilling to diſturb ſuch heavenly Doctrine upon 
I ſo ſlight an Occaſion as the breaking Open a Door, by thoſe, 
£1 whoſe only Motive was to bring a Sick Man before Feſzs 
Fi that he might be heal'd by a Miracle: or (for what Mr. . 
4 | Knows to the contrary) he did call out to forbid their forcible 
1 Entrance into his Houſe, tho? to no Purpoſe: Theſe and ma- 
it ny other Suppoſitions may be made, and any one of them (I 
1 think) is an Over-match for Mr. V.'s Queſtion. Ep | 
9 The laſt Demand which he has to make on this Head, is, 
A Why did not Jeſus, to prevent this Trouble aud Damage to the 
ö Houſe, aſcend thro* the Door-way to the Top of it, and there 
heal the Poor Man? To which Queſtion he requires an Anſwer 
8. that will conſiſt with the Wiſdom, the Goodneſs aud Honour of 
. Jeſus, pag 60. But if the Trouble of the Bearers, and the Oa- 
4 mage done to the Houſe was ſo ſmall as I have repreſented it, 
no Objection can be form'd from hence to the Diſadvantage 
of any of theſe Qualities in Jeſus: For his healing the * 
| UCL 
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qually an Act of Codneſt, whether he went up to 
the Man, or the Man was ſuffer d to come down to Him: 
The Pains that the Sick man and his Bearers took to get at 
Jeſus, ſhew'd the Strength of their Faith, and on that Account 
it was not Improper to permit them to ſhew how fit Objects 
they were of Feſus's Compaſſion. But I may ask this Author, 
Whether if Feſws had gone up to the Top of the Houſe, and 
had wrought the Cure there, he would have had the Crowd 
follow him there too? if not,. then the Miracle would have 
been wrought upon the Paralytick before a very few Witneſ⸗ 
fes: Whereas Jeſus by ſuffering the Sick man and his Bed to 
be brought down into the Room, gave an Opportunity to all 
that were Preſent of ſeeing a Real and Great Miracle wrought: 
In this View then Feſws certainly did what was confiftent with 
his W:ſdom and his Honour too, for he thereby manifeſted his 
Glory, and made a greater Diſplay of the Divine Power that 
was with him: Nor can it be doubted, but that if Jeſus had 
taken the contrary method, and had gone up to the Roof, as 
Mr. V. expects he ſhould have done, Mr. . would have found 
a much pour Difficulty in that, and, have ask'd with more 
colour of Reaſon, Why Feſ#s depriv'd ſo many of his Hearers 
of the Opportunity of ſeeing ſo ſtupendous a Miracle wrought ; 
and probably he would have concluded, that his healing the Man 
not before the Company, but upon the Houſe-top where, only 
the Sick man's Friends were preſent, carry'd with it ſtrong 
marks of Fraud and Impoſture. 5 Fn 

Upon the whole then of this Story, it appears to be ſo far 
from being the moſt monſtroaſly Abſurd, Improbable and Incre- 
dible of any, according to the Letter (as he calls it, p. 51.) that 
I can find no one Abſurdity in it, but what ariſes from his Miſ- 
repreſentations of it. 

In the ſame manner, in which I have conſider'd theſe Two 
Miracles, I might proceed to conſider the Reſt : but I have not 
Leifure enough for the Work, and perhaps the Reader by this 
time may be ſatjsfy'd with the Controverſy : The Miracles, 
which I have fingled out for Enquiry in This and the Preceding 
Parts, are ſuch as I judg'd to have ſomething of Difficulty in 
them, and not to have been ſufficiemly explain'd in all their Cir- 
cumſtances by our Ableſt Commentators ; who in ſo large an 
Undertaking, as Theirs commonly is, had neither Room. nor 
Time to enter into the minuter Diſquiſitions. But I have exa- 
min'd every Particular of the Literal Account of thoſe Mira- 
cles, and I can aſſure the Reader, that in all the Teſtimonies 
of Authors, which I have 12 of, to ſupport and confirm 

4 + my 


my Opinions, the Original has always been conſulted, and ne 
Truſt has been given to Quotations at the ſecond hand: I have 
ſeen enough to convince me, that Writers of Great Repute for 
Learning are not al ways to be depended upon in this Caſe, and 
therefore to the Fountain I went; for which reaſon, if at an 
time I quote Authors in a different manner, or a different-Senſe 
from what the Reader may have found them elſewhere quoted 
in, it is hoped that he will 4. me Credit ſo far as to take my 
Word, or refer himſelf to the Original for greater Certainty. 
At preſent I have no Intention to purſue this Subject any far- 
a ther; I would only requeſt the Reader to conſider two Things: 
8 The one, that the Ronny of Feſus's Reſurrection having been 
prov'd by unconteſtable Evidence, by all the Evidence that a 
M4 Fact is capable of, nay, by ſuch as no other Fact in Nature 
4 ever could receive, it requires no Stretch of Faith to believe, 
that he wrought other Miracles, which are to all human Ap- * 
— of a leſs Difficult Nature; for to heal a Lame or a 
lind man, or to raiſe a Dead man, has nothing ſo Inconceiy- 
able in it, as for a Man toraiſe Himſelf from the Dead: And if 
This be proy'd to have been done, the Other mulſt be readily 
1 admitted for a Truth, whatever little Circumſtances there ma 
4 be in the Story, which an Ignorant Man may not underſtan 
| or a Perverſe one may be able to miſrepreſent. 08; 
3 The other thing which I wou'd requeſt the Reader to con- 
*  fider, is This; Mr. V. has ſet before him fifteen of the Mira - 
8] cles aſcrib'd to Jeſus, and by his Management of them has re- 
4 preſented them as the moſt Abſurd, Improbable, and Incredible 
H Stories that ever were deliver d. Now let the Reader take all 
pf them in this one View; and conſider whether it be in the 0 
4 leaſt Probable, that ſuch Authors as the Evangeliſts are (certain- 
4 ly neither downright Fools nor downright Madmen), in their Ac- 
4 counts of what they declare upon their own Knowledge and 
Eye: ſight, could poſſibly be guilty of ſo many Abſurdities as 
Mr. V has charg'd their Narrations with. They either meant 
F to write the Truth of Facts, or they did not: If the Firſt, then 
2 WS may ask, whence it happen'd that Men writing about what 
they faw, could fall into ſuch Miſtakes as Mr. V. ſuppoſes they 
did? But if they en wrote falſehoods, it may be ask'd 
again, how it came to pals, that nag who intended to deceive, 
took no more care to ſecure their Credit, and make their Ac- | 
count Probable? Deceivers (one would naturally think) ſhould 
contrive to make their Story hang together, and. ſhould men- 
4 W tion no Circumſtances but what they know to be conſiſtent with 
| the Cuſtoms and Manners of thoſe, who were concern'd in | 
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it. The ordinary way to detect Men of this Character, is to 


find out that their Contemporaries, who might be as well ac- 


quainted with the Facts mention'd as Themſelves, have given 


Accounts, either Inconſiſtent or Contradictory: But he muſt 
be a wretched Impoſtor indeed, whoſe Story confutes it ſelf, as 
Mr. V. thinks thoſe of the Evangeliſts do: To ſuppoſe this, is 
to ſuppoſe them the very Weakeſt of Writers and of Men too. 
And how far they deſerve that Character, muſt be left to the 
Judgment of every Impartial Reader of their Writings. We 
' ſee then that Mr. V. overthrows all Probability on his Side of 

the Queſtion, by endeavouring to prove too much: he allows 

nothing to be Right, all is Falſebood, all is Abſurdity; and yet 
there can be no greater Abſurdity in Nature (I think) than in be- 
lieving, that Men of Senſe, who intended to Deceive, took no 


more pains to give a Colour to their Story, but left it Open 


and Expos'd to all the Objections which the Pen of Mr. . has 
made againſt them. N 

This I mention as a ſtrong Preſumption againſt what he has 
advanc'd: But when it is farther conſider d what Anſwers I 


and others have given to his ſuppos'd Alſurdities, I hope that 


every Unprejudic'd Infidel will give a Fair hearing; and that ev 

Serious Chriſtian will be the better confirm'd in his Belief, that 

the Literal Account of all the Miracles of Jeſus is True, and 

Hh they are a Demonſtration, that the Power of God was with 
n 1 
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